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I. JURISDICTION 
This court has jurisdiction of this matter pursuant to Utah 
Code Ann. § 78-2a-3(2) (k) and the order of the Utah Supreme Court 
dated March 16, 1995, transferring this case pursuant to Rule 42, 
Utah Rules of Appellate Procedure, 
II. 
STATEMENT OF ISSUES PRESENTED FOR 
REVIEW AND STANDARD OF REVIEW 
A. Issues Presented For Review 
1. Did the trial court err in finding that defendants 
failed to prove they incurred losses by covering checks written 
on insufficient funds? (Preserved for appeal at R. 575-76, Add. 
4-5) . 
2. Did the trial court employ an improper measure of 
damages when it included in its calculation of benefits received 
by defendants the value of funds raised and spent solely by 
plaintiffs for restaurant equipment and supplies? (Preserved for 
appeal at R. 575, Add. 4). 
3. Did the trial court err in concluding that defendants 
were not entitled to offset plaintiffs' damages by the value of 
the food inventory present at the time plaintiffs assumed 
operation of the restaurant? (Preserved for appeal at R. 57 6, 
Add. 5). 
B. Standard Of Review 
Issue 1 involves a factual determination as to whether 
defendants' funds were used to cover overdrawn checks written on 
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the account of the China Pearl Restaurant. This factual 
determination is reviewed under a clearly erroneous standard, and 
should be disturbed only if it is against the clear weight of the 
evidence. Alta Indus. Ltd. v. Hurst, 846 P.2d 1282, 1286 (Utah 
1993); Sorenson v. Kennecott-Utah Copper Corp., 873 P.2d 1141, 
1147 (Utah App. 1994). 
Issue 2 presents a question of law concerning the proper 
measure of damages. It is therefore reviewed under a correction-
of-error standard, and is entitled to no deference by the 
appellate court. See State v. Pena, 869 P.2d 932, 936 (Utah 
1994) . 
Issue 3 involves a legal conclusion concerning the proper 
allocation of benefit under an equitable claim for restitution. 
It is therefore also reviewed under a correction-of-error 
standard, and is entitled to no deference by the appellate court. 
Xd; see also Gillmor v. Wright, 850 P.2d 431, 433 (Utah 1993) 
(Appellate courts determine de novo whether an issue is a factual 
finding or a legal conclusion, ignoring labels attached by trial 
courts). 
III. STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
A. Nature Of The Case 
During the months of August and September, 1992, plaintiffs 
and defendants engaged in discussions contemplating the sale by 
defendants to plaintiffs of The Pearl Restaurant, located in Salt 
Lake City, Utah. (R. 580, Add. 9). No written agreement was 
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ever executed. (R. 580, Add. 9). Beginning in August of 1992, 
plaintiffs periodically paid defendants various sums toward the 
total purchase price. (R. 580, Add. 9). By mutual agreement, 
plaintiffs assumed operation of the restaurant from the 
defendants in October of 1992, without having tendered the full 
purchase price. (R. 581-82, Add. 10-11). 
Between October, 1992 and March, 1993, defendants controlled 
the management and operation of the restaurant. (R. 582, 583, 
Add. 11-12). During this period, numerous misunderstandings and 
controversies arose between the parties relative to the details 
of the transaction and the operation of the restaurant. These 
disagreements culminated in the plaintiffs voluntarily 
relinquishing operation of the restaurant and leaving Salt Lake 
City in March of 1993. (R. 582-83, Add. 11-12). 
B. Course Of Proceedings 
On May 3, 1993, plaintiffs filed a complaint alleging that 
no enforceable agreement was ever reached between the parties, 
and seeking return of all monies they paid to defendants in 
connection with the aborted transaction. (R. 2). By order of 
the trial court, plaintiffs filed an amended complaint on August 
3, 1993, listing all persons who had signed a ratification for 
plaintiffs to proceed on their behalf, and detailing the amounts 
of money contributed to the failed venture by each of these 
persons. (R. 62, 64). A bench trial was conducted before Judge 
Pat B. Brian on November 7 and November 9, 1994. 
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C. Disposition At Trial Court 
On November 17, 1994, the trial court issued its Findings of 
Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order. The court concluded that 
plaintiffs had conferred benefits upon defendants of 
approximately $180,000.00, and that defendants had incurred 
offsetting damages of $49,266.00. (R. 585, Add. 14). The court 
accordingly awarded judgment for plaintiffs in the amount of 
$130,734.00. (R. 585, Add. 14). 
D. Statement Of Facts Relevant To Issues Presented For 
Review 
1. Losses from overdrawn checks: A new checking account 
in the name of The China Pearl Restaurant was opened at the Bank 
of Utah in October of 1992, when defendants arrived in Salt Lake 
City to assume operation of the restaurant. (R. 744, Add. 17). 
Four people were authorized to write checks on the account: Yee 
Foon Wong, Kam Piu Lee, Edward Ng, and Grace Scott. The 
signatures of two of these four people were required to write a 
check. (R. 803, Add. 22). Defendant Grace Scott personally 
guaranteed any overdrafts on the account. (R. 762, 816, 1004, 
1072, Add. 19, 24, 51, 60). 
Numerous checks drawn on insufficient funds, which initially 
failed to clear the bank, were introduced at trial. (Ex. D-A, 
Add. 62, check nos. 4008, 4010, 1218, 1249; Ex. P-23, Add. 65, 
check no. 1101; Ex. P-54, Add. 68, check nos. 1087, 1096). Bank 
statements for the China Pearl account introduced by plaintiffs 
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at trial show a total of $26,500,00 deposited to cover negative 
balances, as follows: December 3, 1992 - $10,000.00; March 16, 
1993 - $12,000.00; March 17, 1993 - $4,500.00. (Ex. P-54, Add. 
68) . 
At trial, defendants claimed to have suffered losses from 
covering these overdrawn checks. (R. 865, 1116, Add. 27, 61). 
The court ruled that because the checks introduced at trial all 
appeared on the bank statements as having cleared the bank, 
defendants had failed to prove that they suffered losses due to 
overdrafts. (R. 582-84, Add. 11-13). 
2. Funds for equipment and supplies: In addition to money 
deposited directly into bank accounts of the defendants and of 
The China Pearl Restaurant, plaintiffs also collected 
approximately $3 0,000.00 in cash from various investors in New 
York to be used in the proposed business enterprise. (R. 513, 
581, 922-26, Add. 10, 33-37). This money was spent in New York 
by plaintiffs for food, equipment, advertising material, and 
other supplies, which they then had transported to Salt Lake City 
for use in their operation of the restaurant. (R. 513, 893-95, 
922-28, Add. Add. 30-32, 33-39). Plaintiffs also used some of 
the money to pre-pay wages for cooks they hired in New York. (R. 
927, Add. 38; see also Ex. P-64, at 4, Add. 94). None of this 
$30,000.00 in cash was ever paid directly to defendants. (R. 
895, 925-26, Add. 32, 36-37). 
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Of the money collected in New York, $15,000,00 was spent on 
food, which plaintiffs used in their operation of the restaurant, 
(Ex. P-64, at 4, Add. 94; R. 924-25, 928, Add. 35-36, 39). The 
remainder was spent on wages, printing, signs, advertising 
material, and kitchen equipment. (R. 893-94, 922-27, Add. 3 0-31, 
33-38). Plaintiffs testified that when they ceased operating the 
restaurant and departed Salt Lake City, they left behind the 
equipment they purchased in New York. (R. 936, 960, Add. 42, 
43). Defendants testified that this equipment was unsuitable for 
use in the restaurant following plaintiffs' departure because 
defendants operated the restaurant differently than had 
plaintiffs. (R. 1066-67, Add. 57-58). 
The trial court included the full amount of the $3 0,000.00 
collected and spent by plaintiffs in New York in its calculation 
of plaintiffs/ damages. (R. 581, 582, 585, Add. 10, 11, 14). 
The court made no findings as to any specific benefits defendants 
received from these funds. 
3. Remaining food inventory: Defendants testified that 
when they transferred to plaintiffs the operation of the China 
Pearl, there was approximately $20,000.00 worth of food in the 
restaurant. (R. 583, 798-99, Add. 12, 20, 21). Plaintiffs 
testified that they used approximately 4 0 percent of this food, 
and discarded the remainder. (R. 929, 981-82, Add. 40, 44-45). 
Plaintiffs also testified that when they ceased operating 
the business and departed Salt Lake City, they left approximately 
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$15,000.00 worth of food in the restaurant. (R. 583, 930, Add. 
12, 41). An inventory of these items, without prices, was 
introduced at trial. (Ex. P-52; see R. 929-30, Add. 40-41). 
Defendants testified that they did not use this food after 
plaintiffs left, because it was unsuitable for defendants' menu. 
(R. 1066-67, Add. 57-58). 
The court found that neither party had proven losses from 
food inventory. (R. 583, Add. 12). 
IV. SUMMARY OF ARGUMENTS 
The trial court erred in failing to award defendants 
$2 6,500.00 in offsetting damages for funds that were used to 
cover overdrawn checks written on the account of The China Pearl 
Restaurant. The court found that all of the checks in question 
had cleared the bank. The court ignored evidence, however, that 
the account was frequently overdrawn, that defendants had 
guaranteed all overdrafts to the account, and that defendants' 
funds were transferred into the account to cover checks written 
on non-sufficient funds. 
The trial court also erred in awarding plaintiffs $3 0,000.00 
in damages for funds raised and spent by plaintiffs in New York 
City. The court employed an improper measure of damages when it 
included these funds in plaintiffs' recovery. Defendants never 
received any of these funds, had no control over their 
expenditure, and received no benefit from goods purchased with 
the funds. 
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Finally, the trial court reached an incorrect legal 
conclusion when it found that defendants were not entitled to 
offsetting damages of $2 0,000.00 for food inventory they 
transferred to plaintiffs. Plaintiffs were unjustly enriched by 
this benefit conferred on them, while defendants received no 
unjust benefit from food which remained when plaintiffs abandoned 
the restaurant. 
V. ARGUMENT 
A. The Trial Court Erred In Finding That Defendants Failed 
To Prove Losses From Covering Checks Written On 
Insufficient Funds. 
The trial court found that defendants had not proven by a 
preponderance of the evidence that they suffered losses through 
covering checks written on insufficient funds on the China Pearl 
Restaurant account. (R. 584, Add. 13). In so finding, the court 
failed to give proper weight to evidence contained in the trial 
record, and thereby committed factual error. 
Defendants testified that they were forced to cover numerous 
checks written on insufficient funds on the China Pearl 
Restaurant account. (R. 743-44, 815-17, 1071-72, Add. 16-17, 23-
25, 59-60). Many such checks were introduced into the record at 
trial. (Ex. D-A, Add. 62, check nos. 4008, 4010, 1218, 1249; Ex. 
P-23, Add. 65, check no. 1101; Ex. P-54, Add. 68, check nos. 
1087, 1096). Each of these checks bears a stamp indicating that 
there were insufficient funds in the China Pearl account when it 
was cashed. 
8 
The court held that because all of the checks in question 
were listed on the monthly bank statements as paid, defendants 
had not proven that the checks were written on non-sufficient 
funds. (R. 582, Add. 11). This finding by the court ignores, 
however, crucial testimony that was offered at trial concerning 
the China Pearl bank account. Defendants testified that 
defendant Grace Scott had personally guaranteed all checks 
written on the China Pearl account, (R. 1072, Add. 60), and 
plaintiffs plainly admitted that this was true. (R. 1004, Add. 
51). Because of this guarantee, checks written on the China 
Pearl account were paid by the bank even when the account had 
insufficient funds. The account was allowed to carry a negative 
balance for a time, until eventually funds were transferred from 
defendant Scott's personal account to cover the deficits. 
The bank statements introduced at trial show that the China 
Pearl account was frequently overdrawn. In fact, during the 
approximately 102 business days that the plaintiffs controlled 
the restaurant, the account was overdrawn 35 days, or one-third 
of the time. (Ex. P-54, Add. 68). 
At times when the account became seriously overdrawn, funds 
were transferred to it from defendant Scott's personal account. 
Three such transfers were made, on the following dates: December 
3, 1992; March 16, 1993; and March 17, 1993. (Ex. P-54, Add. 71, 
81). At each of these times, the account was between five and 
ten thousand dollars overdrawn. The total amount of defendant 
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Scott's funds transferred to cover these deficits was $2 6,500.00. 
(Ex. P-54, Add. 68). 
The trial court erred in failing to award defendants 
offsetting damages in the amount of these funds transfers. The 
China Pearl account became overdrawn as a result of plaintiffs7 
management of the restaurant. (See R. 986-87, 1004-06, Add. 46-
47, 51-53). Defendants' money was then used to pay for expenses 
incurred by plaintiffs. The evidence presented at trial clearly 
established that the China Pearl account was guaranteed by 
defendant Grace Scott, and that her funds were used to cover 
overdrafts. Defendants are thus entitled to restitution of these 
funds. This court should therefore reverse the trial court's 
finding that defendants failed to prove losses resulting from 
checks drawn on non-sufficient funds, and remand the case for a 
new trial on this issue. 
B. The Trial Court Employed An Improper Measure Of Damages 
When It Concluded That Defendants Received A Benefit 
From Funds Plaintiffs Themselves Raised And Spent For 
Restaurant Equipment And Supplies. 
The trial court found that plaintiffs paid approximately 
$180,000.00, "directly or indirectly," to defendants. (R. 582, 
Add. 11). The trial court arrived at this figure primarily by 
totaling the amounts of checks and wire transfers that were 
deposited directly into various bank accounts. (R. 580-81, Add. 
9-10). The $180,000.00 figure also includes, however, $30,000.00 
of funds that were collected by plaintiffs from various 
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individuals in New York and then spent by plaintiffs to purchase 
equipment and supplies for the Salt Lake restaurant. (R. 581, 
Add. 10). The trial court erred in including this amount in its 
award of restitution to plaintiffs, since defendants never 
received, and were not benefitted by, these funds. 
In an action for restitution based on a theory of unjust 
enrichment, the measure of damages is "the value of the benefit 
conferred on the defendant (the defendants gain), and not the 
detriment incurred by the plaintiff." Davies v. Olson, 746 P.2d 
264, 269 (Utah App. 1987). In including the value of the funds 
used by plaintiffs for equipment and supplies in its calculation 
of plaintiffs' damages, the court improperly measured those 
damages by the detriment incurred by plaintiffs, rather than the 
benefit conferred on defendants. 
Plaintiffs testified that they collected $3 0,000.00 in cash 
in New York from various individuals. (R. 922-25, Add. 33-36; 
see also R. 513). Plaintiffs never claimed nor offered evidence 
that any of this money was ever deposited in any of defendants7 
accounts. Plaintiffs testified that they spent these funds on 
kitchen equipment and supplies, signs and lettering, printed 
material, and food. (R. 893-94, 922-28, Add. 30-31, 33-39). 
Plaintiffs personally placed the orders and paid for all of these 
items, and then transported them, or had them transported, to 
Salt Lake City. (R. 893, 925, 928, Add. 30, 36, 39). The items 
were purchased in order to carry out plaintiffs' plans to 
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significantly alter the nature of business at the Salt Lake 
restaurant. (R. 878-79, 893-95, 1023-24, Add. 28-29, 30-32, 54-
55). Plaintiffs also testified that they used $2,100.00 of the 
New York funds to pre-pay wages for cooks they hired in New York. 
(R. 927, Add. 38; see also Ex. P-64, at 4, Add. 94). Clearly, 
defendants exercised no control over the expenditures of any of 
the $30,000.00 of New York funds, and never received any of the 
funds themselves. (R. 922-25, Add. 33-36). 
Furthermore, defendants received no benefit from the goods 
that were purchased using these funds. The various signs, menus, 
and invitations were all intended for very specific uses 
associated with plaintiffs' assuming control of the restaurant. 
(R. 893-95, 30-32). The $15,000.00 of food that was purchased 
with the funds was used by plaintiffs in their operation of the 
restaurant. (R. 925, 36; Ex. P-64, at 4, Add. 94). The unique 
kitchen equipment purchased by plaintiffs was not suitable for 
use in defendants7 system of operating the restaurant after 
plaintiffs7 departure. (R. 1066-67, Add. 57-58). 
Given these facts, it is clear that defendants did not 
benefit from the $30,000.00 of funds collected in New York. 
These funds represent detriment incurred by the plaintiffs on 
their own initiative. The trial court thus employed an improper 
measure of damages when it included this amount in its 
determination that defendants received a total benefit of 
$180,000.00 from plaintiffs. (R. 585). This court should 
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therefore reverse the trial court's judgment awarding plaintiffs 
damages for this amount, and remand the case for a new trial on 
this issue. 
C. The Trial Court Erred In Failing To Award Defendants An 
Offset For Food Inventory Present At The Time 
Plaintiffs Assumed Operation Of The Restaurant. 
In its findings of fact, the trial court noted that 
defendants claimed to have left approximately $20,000.00 worth of 
food in the restaurant when they transferred operation of the 
business to plaintiffs, and that plaintiffs in turn claimed to 
have left approximately $15,000.00 of food when they abandoned 
the restaurant. (R. 583, Add. 12). The court also noted 
plaintiff's testimony that, upon assuming operation of the 
restaurant, plaintiffs were unable to use 60 percent of the food 
left by defendants. (R. 583, Add. 12). On these facts, the 
court concluded that "neither plaintiffs nor defendants proved a 
loss regarding the food inventory." (R. 583, Add. 12). 
It is obvious that in reaching this conclusion, the trial 
court essentially balanced the two claims for food inventory 
against each other, and determined that they effectively 
cancelled each other out. This is the only possible basis for 
the court's finding that "neither [party] proved a loss regarding 
the food inventory," since both parties admitted that the other 
party left some food behind in the restaurant at the two times in 
question. (See R. 928, 1067, Add. 39, 58). This "finding" is 
thus actually a legal conclusion rendered by the trial court. 
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See Gillmor v. Wright, 850 P.2d 431, 433 (Utah 1993) ("that which 
a trial court labels a 'finding of fact' may be in actuality a 
conclusion of law"). 
In its attempt to apply equitable principles, however, the 
trial court committed legal error in crediting plaintiffs for the 
food inventory they left when they abandoned the restaurant. 
Equitable claims for restitution on a theory of unjust enrichment 
must meet three requirements: 1) A party must receive a benefit; 
2) the party must have knowledge or appreciation of the benefit; 
and 3) the circumstances must make it unjust for the party to 
retain the benefit without paying for it. See Davies v. Olson, 
746 P.2d 264, 269 (Utah App. 1987); Berrett v. Stevens, 690 P.2d 
553, 557 (Utah 1984). While defendants' claim of damages based 
on loss of food inventory meets these standards, plaintiffs' does 
not. 
The circumstances and relationship between the parties were 
entirely different at the time plaintiffs abandoned their food at 
the restaurant than they were at the time defendants originally 
turned over the inventory and operation of the restaurant. At 
the outset of the contemplated transaction, the parties were on 
good terms, and defendants left the food in the restaurant for 
plaintiffs to use in the operation of the business. Plaintiffs 
actually agreed to purchase this food from defendants for use in 
the restaurant. (R. 798-99, Add. 20-21). This understanding 
between the parties is further demonstrated by the fact that 
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plaintiffs did in fact use 40 percent of this food. (R. 929, 
Add. 40). Defendants are clearly entitled to an offset in 
restitution of the value of this food that was used. 
Furthermore, plaintiffs then discarded the remainder of the food 
without notifying defendants that they were doing so. (R. 982, 
Add. 45). On equitable principles, defendants thus should also 
be entitled to restitution of the value of this food that was 
wrongly destroyed. 
As to plaintiffs' claim, the court erred in effectively 
discounting defendants' legitimate offsets by the value of the 
food plaintiffs left when they abandoned the restaurant. 
Plaintiffs gave defendants no advance notice that they were 
leaving town or that they were leaving behind food inventory. 
(See R. 1001-1002, 1065, Add. 49-50, 56). If plaintiffs were 
concerned for the value of this inventory, they could have taken 
it with them when they left. Since defendants were no longer in 
control of the operation of the restaurant, they were unable to 
make use of this abandoned inventory. (R. 1067, Add. 58). 
The two situations surrounding the food inventories are thus 
dramatically different, and demand differing treatment under 
principles of equity. Plaintiffs acknowledged and appreciated 
the benefit of the food transferred to them by defendants, under 
circumstances making it unjust for them not to surrender the 
value of this food. By contrast, defendants neither realized nor 
appreciated the benefit of the food left by plaintiffs, and the 
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circumstances of the parties' relationship at this later date 
preclude any finding that defendants were unjustly enriched by 
plaintiffs' abandonment of this food. This court should thus 
reverse the trial court's conclusion that defendants were not 
entitled to an offset to plaintiffs' damages for the food 
inventory, and remand the case for a new trial on this issue. 
VI. CONCLUSION 
For the foregoing reasons, this Court should reverse the 
trial court's judgment, and remand the case for a new trial. 
DATED this \ day of August, 1995. 
R e s p e c t f u l l y s u b m i t t e d , 
& SMlftTH 
w.lLLv. 
Robert M. Anderson 
Attorneys for Appellants 
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MICHAEL L. CHIDESTER 5363 
MOONEY & ASSOCIATES 
Attorney for Defendants 
236 South 300 East 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Telephone: (801) 364-5635 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
IN AND FOR SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
Mv- ' - '• '• ' - 3 ^ ^ / 
Li 
SHUI KWONG CHAN and 
GRACE CHAN, 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
EDDIE NG, GRACE SCOTT, 
individuals, and 
THE PEARL RESTAURANT, INC., 
a Utah Corporation, 
Defendants. 
DEFENDANTS' PROPOSED 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND JUDGMENT 
I U . y \ 5 i f l O t J j 
Civil No. 930902483 CV 
Judge Pat B. Brian 
Pursuant to the Order entered by the Court on November 9, 1994, following the trial in this 
matter, defendants hereby submit their Proposed Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and 
Judgment. 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
1. The transactions which are the subject of this action involve, among other things, business 
and property located in Salt Lake County, State of Utah. 
6D0572 
000001 
2. The defendants, Edward Ng ("Ng") and Grace Scott ("Scott") are residents of Salt Lake 
County, State of Utah. The Pearl Restaurant, Inc. has its principal place of business in Salt Lake 
County, State of Utah. 
3. Prior to the summer of 1992, Shui Kwong Chan ("Chan") had known the defendant Ng 
for a number of years. 
4. During the months of August and September 1992, several meetings were held among the 
defendants Ng and Scott, Chan, and a number of his investors, regarding the proposed purchase and 
sale of The Pearl Restaurant, Inc. located in Salt Lake County, State of Utah. 
5. There was never a written agreement signed by all the parties involved for the purchase 
or sale of The Pearl Restaurant, Inc. 
6. On August 27, 28 and 31, 1992, defendants Scott and/or Ng received wire transfers of 
funds into account 13-0031420943 from the following individuals in the following amounts: Sun 
Fat Yu - $20,000.00 dollars; Grace Chan - $20,000.00 dollars; Samuel Tsai - $5,000.00 dollars; 
and Kam Pil Lee - $10,000.00 dollars. 
1. On August 3 and 4, 1992, defendant Scott received wire transfers of funds from the 
following individuals in the following amounts: 
Y.M.Chan-$10,000.00 
Y.M.Chan-$10,000.00 
8. On October 1, 1992, defendant S .ott received a wire transfer from Y.M. Chan in the 
amount of $10,000.00 dollars. 
2 
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9. On October 6, and November 9,1992, checks were deposited in the account of The China 
Pearl Restaurant by the following individuals in the following amounts: 
Y.M. Chan - $45,000.00 dollars. 
Lai Ling Cheng - $20,000.00 dollars. 
10. Plaintiffs collected funds in New York City from various investors for the purchase of 
equipment to be used in The China Pearl Restaurant in Salt Lake County, State of Utah. Funds were 
collected from the following individuals in the following amounts: 
Sun Fat Yu - $15,000.00 dollars. 
Lai Ling Cheng - $10,000.00 dollars. 
Y.M. Chan - $5,000.00 dollars. 
11. Defendants received a benefit from the plaintiffs' funds and labor as follows: (a) 
defendants used $65,000.00 dollars of the funds wired to their account for the purchase of property 
in Ogden, on which they established a restaurant; (b) funds were wired directly to the personal 
account of the defendant Scott in the amount of $20,000.00 dollars; (c) the plaintiffs' funds, in the 
amount of $28,487.69 dollars, was paid to Zion's Bank for the purpose of closing a small business 
administration loan in the name of the defendant Scott; (d) $10,000.00 dollars of plaintiffs1 funds 
were used as a down payment to purchase property in Jackson Hole, Wyoming; (e) $148.00 dollars 
of the plaintiffs' funds were used for payments on a condominium located at Ogden, Utah; (f) 
$500.00 dollars of the plaintiffs' funds were used to pay insurance for the period of March 1993 
through September 1993. 
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12. The plaintiffs made payments to Tom Connolly in the amount of $28,430.00 dollars for 
improvements on the property in Ogden, Utah on which the restaurant is currently situated. 
However, defendants had to pay $20,000.00 of those costs for checks which did not clear the bank 
on which they were drawn, and the ultimate benefit to the defendants is therefore $8,430.00 dollars. 
13. The defendants received the benefit of $14,683.00 dollars which funds were paid by the 
plaintiffs for equipment and other expenses associated with the opening of the restaurant located in 
Ogden, Utah. 
14. The defendants received no benefit from the equipment which plaintiffs purchased in 
New York City and brought to The Pearl Restaurant because that equipment is useless for the type 
of food which is served by the defendants in their restaurant, and such equipment is not currently 
being utilized by the defendants. 
15. The defendants incurred the following expenses on behalf of the plaintiffs: (a) the 
defendants paid a phone bill due and owing by the plaintiffs in the sum of $300.00 dollars; (b) the 
defendants paid a bill to Globe Seafood which was due and owing from the plaintiffs in the sum of 
$5,900.00 dollars; (c) the defendants paid a bill to Coca Cola Bottling Company which was due and 
owing from the plaintiffs in the sum of $3,200.00 dollars; (d) the defendants paid a bill to Quality 
Linen which was due and owing from the plaintiffs in the sum of $1,800.00 dollars; (e) the 
defendants paid check no. 4008 drawn on the Bank of Utah account which was overdrawn by the 
plaintiffs in the sum of $ 1,500.00 dollars; (f) the defendants paid check no. 4010 drawn on the Bank 
of Utah account which was overdrawn by the plaintiffs in the amount $2,600.00 dollars; (g) the 
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defendants paid check no. 1218 drawn on the Bank of Utah account which was overdrawn by the 
plaintiffs in the sum of $375.00 dollars; and (h) the defendants paid check no. 1249 drawn on the 
Bank of Utah account which was overdrawn by the plaintiffs in the sum of $2,000.00 dollars. 
16. During the period of time that the plaintiffs operated The China Pearl Restaurant, they 
caused damage to pipes in the building by leaving the storage closet open and freezing the pipes. 
The estimated cost for defendants to repair that damage is $2,000.00 dollars. 
17. The plaintiffs destroyed, or threw away, the following items which belonged to the 
defendants: (a) the plaintiffs discarded items of equipment belonging to the defendants and located 
inside The Pearl Restaurant with replacement value at approximately $20,000.00 dollars; (b) the 
plaintiffs discarded brass letters which were a part of the defendants' sign with an approximate 
replacement value of $4,000.00 dollars; (c) the plaintiffs destroyed the grease trap located in The 
Pearl Restaurant with an approximate replacement value of $1,500.00 dollars; and (d) the plaintiffs 
threw away or discarded food which was left in The Pearl Restaurant which belonged to the 
defendants, with an approximate value of $20,000.00 dollars. 
18. The plaintiffs, upon taking over operation of The China Pearl Restaurant, agreed to pay 
both defendant Ng and defendant Scott the sum of $2,000.00 per month for their assistance in 
running The China Pearl Restaurant. The defendants worked in the restaurant for a period of six (6) 
months, but each received a payment of only $1,500.00 dollars for that work. Accordingly, the 
plaintiffs owe to the defendants the sum of $21,000.00 dollars as salary and/or consulting fees. 
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19. The defendants, at the urging of the plaintiffs, purchased property in Jackson Hole, Wyoming, 
for the purpose of constructing and running a Chinese restaurant at that location. The defendants 
purchased the property for the sum of $540,000.00 dollars, and invested approximately $50,000.00 
dollars in preparing the property for a Chinese restaurant. The defendants ultimately sold the 
property for the sum of $560,000.00 dollars, thereby suffering a loss of $30,000.00 dollars on the 
sale of the property. The defendants would not have purchased that property, or have suffered that 
loss, had the plaintiffs not urged the defendants to purchase the Wyoming property. 
Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact, and being fully advised in the premises, and good 
cause appearing therefore, the Court hereby enters the following: 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
1. Because there was no written agreement among the parties regarding the purchase and/or 
sale of The Pearl Restaurant, there is no enforceable agreement for the purchase and/or sale of that 
restaurant, and the Court must equitably determine the parties' respective rights and obligations. 
2. Plaintiffs invested and advanced funds for the purpose of purchasing and operating The 
Pearl Restaurant in Salt Lake County, State of Utah, as well as for purchasing and opening 
restaurants in Ogden, Utah and Jackson Hole, Wyoming. Defendants received a benefit from the 
amounts advanced by the plaintiffs in the total sum of $147,248.69 dollars. 
3. The defendants incurred expenses on behalf of the plaintiffs, and lost property and other 
money as a result of the plaintiffs' actions. The total amount of expenses incurred, and losses 
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suffered, by the defendants on behalf of the plaintiffs was $114,825.00 dollars. That amount should 
be offset against the amount by which the defendants were benefited. 
Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, the Court hereby enters 
the following: 
JUDGMENT 
Judgment is hereby entered against the defendants, and in favor of the plaintiffs, in the sum 
of $32,423.69 dollars, together with interest accruing at the rate of 5.1% per annum from the date 
such judgment is entered until the date such judgment is paid. The funds deposited with this Court 
in the approximate sum of $34,000.00 dollars shall be released to the plaintiffs as payment for this 
judgment. 
DATED this day of November, 1994. 
BY THE COURT: 
JUDGE PAT B. BRIAN 
Third District Court Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing DEFENDANTS' PROPOSED FINDINGS OF 
FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND JUDGMENT was hand-delivered on the /y4- day of 
November, 1994 as follows: 
Keith W. Meade 
525 East First South, Fifth Floor 
P.O. Box 11008 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84147-0008 
9411heid\findfactng 
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IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
9i\ciWi,&er 
SHUI KWONG CHAN and 
GRACE CHAN, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
EDDIE NG, GRACE SCOTT, individuals, 
and THE PEARL RESTAURANT, INC., 
a Utah corporation, 
Defendant. 
FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND 
ORDER 
CASE NO. 930902483 CV 
JUDGE PAT B. BRIAN 
The above-entitled matter came on for trial on November 7, 1994. Plaintiffs were 
represented by Keith W. Meade and Defendants were represented by Michael L. Chidester. 
Based on the testimony of witnesses, exhibits received, proffers of testimony and arguments of 
Counsel the court enters the following Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Judgment. 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
1. The transactions which are the subject of this action involve, among other things, 
business and property located in Salt Lake County, State of Utah. 
2. The defendants Edward Ng ("Ng") and Grace Scott ("Scott") are residents of Salt 
Lake County, State of Utah. The Pearl Restaurant, Inc. has its principal place of business in 
Salt Lake County, State of Utah. 
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3. Prior to the summer of 1992, Shui Kwong Chan ("Chan") had known the 
defendant NG for a number of years. 
4. During the months of August and September 1992, several meetings were held 
among the defendant Ng and Scott, Chan, and a number of his investors, regarding the proposed 
purchase and sale of The Pearl Restaurant, Inc. located in Salt Lake County, State of Utah. 
5. There was never a written agreement signed by all the parties involved for the 
purchase or sale of The Pearl Restaurant, Inc. 
6. On August 27, 28 and 31, 1992, defendants Scott and/or Ng received wire 
transfers of funds into account 13-0031420943 from the following individuals in the following 
amounts: Sun Fat Yu - $20,000.00; Grace Chan - $20,000.00; Samuel Tsai - $5,000.00; and 
KamPil Lee-$10,000.00. 
7. On August 3 and 4, 1992, defendant Scott received wire transfers of funds from 
the following individuals in the following amounts: 
Y.M. Chan - $10,000.00 
Y.M. Chan - $10,000.00 
8. On October 1, 1992, defendant Scott received a wire transfer from Y.M. Chan 
in the amount of $10,000.00 dollars. 
9. On October 6, and November 9, 1992, checks were deposited in the account of 
The China Pearl Restaurant by the following individuals in the following amounts: 
Y.M. Chan - $45,000.00 
Lai Ling Cheng - $20,000.00 
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10. Plaintiffs collected funds in New York City from various investors for the 
purchase of equipment to be used in The China Pearl Restaurant in Salt Lake County, State of 
Utah. Funds were collected from the following individuals in the following amounts: 
Sun Fat Yu - $15,000.00 
Lai Ling Cheng - $10,000.00 
Y.M. Chan - $5,000.00 
11. Defendants received a benefit from the plaintiffs' funds and labor as follows: (a) 
defendants used $65,000.00 of the funds wired to their account for the purchase of property in 
Ogden, on which they established a restaurant; (b) funds were wired directly to the personal 
account of the defendant Scott in the amount of $20,000.00; (c) the plaintiffs' funds were used 
as a down payment to purchase property in Jackson Hole, Wyoming; (e) $148.00 of the 
plaintiffs' funds were used for payments on a condominium located at Ogden, Utah; (f) $500.00 
of the plaintiffs' funds were used to pay insurance for the period of March 1993 through 
September 1993. 
12. The plaintiffs made payments to Tom Connolly in the amount of $28,430.00 for 
improvements on the Ogden, Utah restaurant property. The restaurant is now owned by the 
defendants. 
13. The defendants received the benefit of $14,683.00 which funds were paid by the 
plaintiffs for equipment and Other expenses associated with the opening of the restaurant located 
in Ogden, Utah. 
000010 000581 
CHAN V. KG PAGE FOUR FINDINGS 
14. The court finds that approximately $180,000.00 was paid directly or indirectly to 
defendants by plaintiffs. 
15. Beginning on October 24, 1992, the plaintiffs began to participate in the 
management and operation of The Pearl Restaurant, and continued through March 7, 1993. 
16. During the period that plaintiffs were in Salt Lake, the sales at The China Pearl 
increased significantly from approximately $65,000.00 per quarter to at least $85,000.00 per 
quarter. The increase in sales continued after the plaintiffs left the restaurant. It was stipulated 
by the parties that the only year subsequent to 1989 that The Pearl earned a profit was in 1993, 
six months of which the plaintiffs were operating the restaurant. The court finds that the 
defendants did not suffer damage to their business as a result of the plaintiffs intervention. 
17. Defendants claimed to have suffered additional losses because of plaintiffs' 
conduct as follows: 
A. unpaid bills to Globe Seafood, Coca-Cola and Quality Linens; 
B. equipment that was discarded; 
C. damage to signs; 
D. damage to plumbing; 
E. checks drawn on non-sufficient funds. 
The court finds that each of the checks listed by plaintiffs as payments to Connolly in Exhibit 
64 show up in Trial Exhibit 54 (the bank statements) as paid prior to the end of February, 1993. 
Defendants produced no cancelled checks to Connolly, gave no explanation for not producing 
the checks, and produced no documentary evidence that they paid Connolly any additional 
000011 000682 
CHAN V. NG PAGE FIVE FINDINGS 
amounts. Defendants claimed to have received the Globe Seafood invoice, including dunning 
letters and yet never produced them at trial. 
18. The court finds that the defendants had the ability to document their alleged offsets 
with documents in their possession, but chose not to and gave no reason for not doing so. For 
these reasons, the court finds that defendants claims for offsets on the above-referenced items 
have not been proved, except the admitted discarding by plaintiffs of items of equipment 
belonging to the defendants and located inside The Pearl Restaurant, with replacement value at 
approximately $20,000.00. Also, the plaintiffs discarded brass letters which were a part of the 
defendants' restaurant sign with an approximate replacement value of $4,000.00. 
19. The defendants testified that approximately $20,000.00 of food inventory existed 
in the restaurant at the time the plaintiffs began working at The Pearl. Chan Full testified that 
approximately 60% of this inventory was either unusable or not used. Defendants did not 
produce any inventory list created either in October, 1992 or March, 1993. Plaintiffs produced 
their written inventory. Mr. Full testified that approximately $15,000.00 worth of inventory was 
left at the restaurant when he left in March, 1993. The court finds that neither plaintiffs nor 
defendants proved a loss regarding the food inventory. 
20. The plaintiffs, upon taking over operation of The China Pearl Restaurant, agreed 
to pay both defendant Ng and defendant Scott the sum of $2,000.00 per month for their 
assistance in running The China Pearl Restaurant. The defendants worked in the restaurant for 
a period of six (6) months, but each received a payment of only $1,500.00 for that work. 
Accordingly, the plaintiffs owe the defendants the sum of $21,000.00 as salaries and consulting 
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fees. Defendants are entitled to an offset of $20,000.00. 
21. The court finds that the Jackson, Wyoming property was not involved in the 
proposed business enterprise between plaintiffs and defendants. 
22. The court finds that sales and use tax for the restaurant for the period January 
through March, 1993, totaled $5,266.00, and that payroll taxes for the same period totaled 
$1,327.41. Exhibit 55 shows that the payroll taxes were paid by plaintiffs while plaintiffs 
operated the restaurant. The court finds that sales taxes were paid by the defendants. The court 
finds that the defendants are entitled to an offset for sales tax in the amount of $5,266.00 
23. The court finds that the allegations of the parties regarding prepayment penalties, 
sanctions, damage to plumbing and non-sufficient funds checks have not been proved by a 
preponderance of the evidence by either party. Therefore, neither party is entitled to a credit 
or an offset. 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact, the court makes the following Conclusions 
of Law: 
1. By stipulation there was no enforceable agreement between the parties. 
Furthermore, the proposed agreement which was being discussed by plaintiffs and defendants 
included the transfer of real property for which there is no written agreement sufficient to satisfy 
the statute of frauds. 
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2. The defendants received a benefit from the plaintiffs of approximately 
$180,000.00. Applying equitable principles, the plaintiffs are entitled to restitution for the 
benefits they conferred on the defendants, less any damages incurred by the defendants. 
3. The court concludes that the plaintiffs have conferred benefits upon the defendants 
of approximately $180,000.00 and that defendants have incurred offsets as follows: 
Discarded restaurant equipment $20,000.00 
Discarded restaurant sign $ 4,000.00 
Salaries and fees $20,000.00 
Sales tax $ 5.266.00 
TOTAL OFFSETS $49,266.00 
JUDGMENT 
Judgement is hereby entered against the defendants, and in favor of the plaintiffs, in the 
sum of $130,734.00 together with interest accruing at the rate of 5.1 % per annum from the date 
said judgment is entered until the date said judgment is paid. The funds deposited with this 
court in the approximate sum of $34,000.00 shall be released forthwith to the plaintiffs as part 
payment for said judgment. 
Dated this / / day of November, 1994. 
6 A 
Pat B. Brian 
District Court Judge 
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IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF SALT LAKE COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH ':-3-£3 SSST8SGT CSUE'J 
Third Judicial District 
SHUI KWONG CHAN and 
GRACE CHAN, 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
EDDIE NG, GRACE SCOTT, 
individuals, and THE PEARL 
RESTAURANT, INC., a Utah 
corporation, 
Defendants. 
* * * 
NOV 1 7 1994 
C i v i l No . fyQ9 0&AVQ'4W 
D e p o s i t i o n o f : 
EDDIE NG 
V O L U M E I 
* * * 
BE IT REMEMBERED that on the 21st day of 
October, 1993, the deposition of EDDIE NG, produced as a 
witness herein at the instance of the plaintiff in the 
above-entitled action, was taken before Teri L. Hansen, 
Certified Court Reporter (License No. 335), Registered 
Professional Reporter (National Certificate of Merit) and 
Notary Public in and for the State of Utah commencing at 
the hour of 10:00 a.m. of said day at the law offices of 
Cohne, Rappaport & Segal, 525 East First South, Fifth 
Floor, Salt Lake City, Utah. 
* * * 
M '-*\Reporter: Teri L. Hansen, CM-RPR pnrr A „ _ JERIT ^ 
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1 (801) 522-3742 5 DAY DELIVERY 185 South State Street • Suite 530 • Salt Lake City, Utan 84111 
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Q I'm talking about Mr. Full. 
A Mr. Full is the only one that has the right. 
Q Do you think he was wrong in firing any of the 
people he fired? 
A No, we didn't say that because we keep in the 
promise in our meeting that he is the one that has the 
whole right to do anything. 
Q Okay. 
A Not until have a meeting in the corporation or 
in all the partners, decide that he is wrong, then he has 
the whole right to do everything. 
Q Did you ever have a meeting and decide he was 
wrong and he shouldn't be doing — 
A Yeah. We do talk on the phone with the other 
partners in New York City and telling him that right now 
the labor is too high and spending too much money and 
waste too much food in the kitchen. But all the other 
partners said, "Yeah, Mr. Chan knows how to run the 
restaurant, and he has been running here. He is the one 
running things. We trust him that he has that kind of 
things that he knows what to do." 
Q Okay. 
A And at that time I even tell them, told them on 
the phone, I said, "Right now we already no more money in 
the bank, and then Mr. Chan Full is writing all the checks 
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with no money. And we better have a conference right away 
so that we can save the restaurant." But nobody listened 
to me. They just said, "Yeah, leave Mr. Chan. He knows 
how to do it. He knows how to do it." 
Q When Mr. Chan came to Salt Lake, did he open 
new bank accounts for the restaurant? 
A Yeah. Yes, new back accounts for the 
restaurant. 
Q And he brought operating capital with him? 
A Yes. 
Q And he put his money in those accounts? 
A That one, I don't recall. But if I recall, we 
should keep the old account and the new account separate. 
Q Okay. Did you do that? 
A Yeah. 
Q And the money that went in the new account was 
either his money or money that the restaurant earned? 
A The money from the — the money he bring in 
later, brought in later and also the money from the — 
making from the restaurant. 
Q Okay. Do you claim that Mr. Chan took my money 
from the operation of the restaurant for his own use that 
he shouldn't have taken? 
A Oh, yes. 
Q Ok$y. Tell me about that. 
Associated Merit: Reporters 37 
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IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT g£fcs£;£fi?SK$I$H3KQUNTY 
Third Jddiaal D'sinct 
STATE OF UTAH 
SHUI KWONG CHAN and 
GRACE CHAN, 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
EDDIE NG, GRACE SCOTT, 
individuals, an.'. THE PEARL 
RESTAURANT, INC., a Utah 
corporation, 
Defendants. 
* * * 
By. 
NOV 1 7 1994 
C i v i l No . 930902483CV 
D e p o s i t i o n o f : 
EDWARD (EDDIE) NG 
V O L U M E I I 
• * * 
BE IT REMEMBERED that on the 28th day of 
October, 1993, the deposition of EDWARD (EDDIE) NG, 
produced as a witness herein at the instance of the 
plaintiff in the above-entitled action, was taken before 
Teri L. Hansen, Certified Court Reporter (License No. 
335), Registered Professional Reporter (National 
Certificate of Merit) and Notary Public in and for the 
State of Utah commencing at the hour of 1:00 p.m. of said 
day at the law offices of Cohne, Rappaport & Segal, 525 
East First South, Fifth Floor, Salt Lake City, Utah. 
* * * 
Reporter:- Teri L. Hansen, CM-RPR -
^ i n r n n r 5 DAY DELIVERY 
J j£ i i \ U to N U (&01) 322-3742 
185 South State Street #380 • Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
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1 think two weeks from today. 
2 Q Is the China Pearl continuing to give you money 
3 to invest in the Ogden property? 
4 A The China Pearl and also some money from our 
5 own selves because the China Pearl right now has not big 
6 enough money to pay back to Grace because she at that time 
7 — she is the guarantor. 
8 MR. MCBRIDE: Yes. 
9 A Guarantor of all the bills that Chan Full pay 
10 out. Then they sue Grace to pay. 
11 Q Have they sued Grace to pay? 
12 A Yeah, and that is why Grace has to take out the 
13 money from her own to pay all — whatever the bad check at 
14 that time when Chan Full write it out. 
15 Q So everything is paid for now in Ogden, though. 
16 That suit is over? 
17 A Ogden we still owe the property tax for two 
18 years we haven't pay, plus the penalty and interest 
19 because Chan Full promised me the money. He never give me 
2 0 enough money. Then at that time we don't have the money 
21 to pay the property tax, and two years now we haven't paid 
22 the property tax. 
23 Q Okay. So the restaurant is there, and it's 
24 almost ready to open? 
25 A Yeah, ready to open, yeah. 
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A No, they supposed to pay me, and then I didn't 
recall if this is for the grand opening that they come or 
this is for the first time they visit. I didn't recall. 
Q Do you know how much money you spent for that? 
A I didn't recall, but maybe $1300 or 20 — or 
$2,000. 
Q Between $1300 and $2,000? 
A Yeah. 
Q Something like that, okay. Let me give you 
Exhibits 13 and 14. You're looking at some more writing 
on Exhibit 12 on the very right-hand edge of the paper. 
What does that say? 
A Oh, that means at that time when they took over 
the Pearl Restaurant, we have the inventory. They haven't 
paid. 
Q How much — they were supposed to pay you for 
the inventory? 
A Yeah. 
Q How much? 
A About $23,000. 
Q And that's for food or — 
A For the food, for all the food, canned food, 
meat, shrimp, fish. 
Q Okay. And they were to pay the Pearl for that? 
A That means at that time we have the inventory, 
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1 the Pearl has the inventory. Then the China Pearl 
2 supposed to pay back all this inventory, money to the 
3 Pearl. 
4 Q So what these investors were buying didn't 
5 include the inventory? 
6 A No, this is our custom to buy restaurant 
7 business. When you buy a restaurant, it's only the 
8 equipment. Food is always not included. 
9 Q Okay. And there's some other writing you're 
10 looking at here. Looks like 27,000. 
11 A Yeah. This amount is 27,000, and I can't 
12 recall. Maybe what I saying here is — what I'm saying 
13 here is, approximately this amount or we pay for it and 
14 then they supposed to pay us back. I didn't recall. I 
15 have to think a little bit about this. 
16 Q You don't recall now what the 27,000 is for? 
17 A No. I don't recall now, but at that time this 
18 is my writing. If I have more — come down and think 
19 about it, then I know exactly what this means. 
2 0 Q Okay. At the edge of what would be the second 
21 to the last page as it's folded, there's some more numbers 
22 written. That's your writing, is it not? 
23 A I think this is the writing that at that time 
24 Chan Full paid, paid to all the managers. 
25 Q oh, that's the amounts he paid to different 
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1 supposed to go into this account? 
2 A Yeah. Let me see the other two, see whether 
3 they are the same number. 
4 Q Yes, sir. 
5 A Maybe they have the Pearl Restaurant and the 
6 China Pearl. 
7 Q Here's some more over here. 
8 MR. MCBRIDE: You're comparing 14 and 17, 
9 right? 
10 THE WITNESS: Yeah, this is the Pearl. 
11 MR. MCBRIDE: Different account number? 
12 A This is different account. This is the Pearl. 
13 This is China Pearl. This is the account with Chan Full. 
14 This Pearl account is before. 
15 Q Okay. So the bank account for the China Pearl 
16 was still in your name at the Bank of Utah? 
17 A No, it's not under the name. They just put me 
18 down there so that in case — whatever they need, they 
19 call me or they whatever. It is not under my name. It is 
20 under the China Pearl Restaurant. 
21 Q Okay. Who could write checks on that China 
22 Pearl account? 
23 A Mr. Wong, Kam Piu Lee, me, Eddie, and Grace 
24 Scott. Have to have two signatures. 
25 Q Okay. Mr. Chan couldn't write a check on that 
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1 A What this? 
2 Q I don't know what this is. It was something 
3 that came from your attorney. Do you recognize it at all? 
4 Actually, it came from your accountant, I assume. 
5 A This is not my writing. Okay. 
6 Q Okay. 
7 A What I'm guessing is Mr. Wong's handwriting. I 
8 am just guessing. I don't know. I didn't see this one. 
9 Q Okay. 
10 A I never seen any document, but what I'm 
11 guessing is at that time we tell Mr. Wong to find out 
12 exactly how much money bad checks that Chan Full write 
13 out, and then we have to find out the figure how much he 
14 write out, and then we have to pay it back from Grace's 
15 account and pay for the overdraft to the China Pearl. 
16 It's guessing, okay. I don't know. I never 
17 seen this paper. I don't know who is writing. 
18 Q Okay. So you think this was something that Mr. 
19 Chan prepared? 
2 0 A No, not Mr. Chan prepared. I think it's Mr. 
21 Wong prepared. That means they write out the check and 
22 the check have no money. How do you say that? 
23 Q Yeah. Okay. So they were writing checks that 
24 didn't have amounts in them? 
25 A Right amount, and then the bank have to pay for 
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it, either 
pay for it 
bounce the check or pay for it. If the bank 
, they will have Grace put back the money to 
cover whatever the bank pay. 
Q 
A 
overdrafts 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
MR. MCBRIDE: Overdraft? 
THE WITNESS: Overdraft. 
Were they writing overdrafts? 
Oh, they do. They do write a lot of 
• 
Who paid for the overdrafts? 
Grace paid for it from her own account. 
Grace Scott or Grace Chan? 
Yeah, Grace Scott. 
Has Grace Scott ever told you how much money 
she paid for overdraft checks? 
A 
discussing 
writing. 
maybe Mr. 1 
She has mentioned, and Mr. Wong we are 
That's why I said, maybe this is Mr. Wong's 
I don't know. Okay. I just guessing. This is 
Wong's writing and or whose writing and try to 
find out how much bad checks that Chan Full write out and 
| have Grace 
Q 
i A 
°-
I A 
Scott put the money back to cover. 
MR. MCBRIDE: How much? 
Do you know how much? 
Maybe around $50,000. 
$50,000? 
Yeah. 
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Q 
A 
And that's just a guess on your part? 
That is a guessing because I just heard they 
are talking, because since I'm not really that happy, I 
don't listen to whatever they say. I just stay away from 
whatever make myself nervous. 
Q 
A 
Q 
though? 
Q 
A 
Okay. So Grace Scott hasn't told you how much? 
Grace Scott and Mr. Wong knows. 
Okay. 
MR. MCBRIDE: We make you happy in here, 
THE WITNESS: Make me what? 
We make you happy. 
Yeah, make myself happy. I always try to. 
MR. MCBRIDE: This is a good, pleasant 
experience? 
happy. 
Q 
the sales 
A 
Q 
A 
think, if 
the first 
Q 
THE WITNESS: Yeah, I always try to make myself 
When Mr. Chan started operating the restaurant, 
in the restaurant went up a lot, didn't they? 
Oh, went up a lot. 
You had a lot more people in the restaurant? 
A lot more people, and business has been, I 
I recall — Mr. Chan told me the business for 
month is $68,000. 
And that was very good? 
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1 And the inventory and the goods that they purchased and used 
2 all were purchased and used at their discretion and as they saw 
3 fit. 
4 Your Honor, in approximately March of 1993, my 
5 clients came to the restaurant, found a note, the plaintiffs 
6 had left them a note saying, This isn't working out. We are 
7 leaving. Contact our attorney. When the plaintiffs took over 
8 the operation of the restaurant, my clients had left the 
9 kitchen fully stocked with inventory, with food, worth 
10 approximately $20,000. All of that was gone when they turned 
11 the restaurant back over. There were bills to vendors and 
12 suppliers that were due, the amount of approximately $30,000 
13 that my clients had to cover costs for. There were three 
14 months of payroll taxes, FICA taxes, sales taxes, which were 
15 left due and owing, which my clients had to cover and pay. 
16 Mr. Meade indicated that there were $40,000 paid, 
17 that plaintiffs paid for refurbishing the Ogden restaurant. In 
18 fact, $20,000 of that was written out in a check, which didn't 
19 clear, which my clients had to cover, which they were not 
20 expecting. They were left with the restaurant in Ogden, which 
21 they had thought they were going to be able to sell to the 
22 plaintiffs, and that was the reason they purchased it, which 
23 they are now attempting to operate. They were left with the 
24 Salt Lake office, which they are now attempting to operate. 
25 There was approximately $35,000 to $40,000 worth of 
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New York 
A. 
Q. 
A, 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
they came 
A. 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
A # 
Q. 
A. 
later? 
Yes. 
Did you have meetings with them in New York? 
Yes. 
Do you recall when that was? 
It was in 1992, in summertime, in September. 
So this was after your meetings in Salt Lake, then 
to New York? 
Yes. 
Do you recall about how long they were in New York? 
They stay in New York about a couple days. 
And you had meetings with them? 
Yes, we do. 
What did you talk about in these meetings? 
At that time we talk about the menu in Salt Lake, how 
to use the — what kind of menu we have in restaurant, and how 
to manage 
Q. 
Salt Lake 
A. 
Q. 
A. 
• 
Did you talk about what equipment you would need in 
? 
Yes, we do. 
What kind of equipment did you talk about? 
Because we — we coming to go the Salt Lake to run 
the restaurant, in Mr. Ng's restaurant, we add up what Chinese 
food, because Mr. Ng, before he run his business, he do the — 
after that he stop it for the dim sum. So we people come to 
r ^ ™ 000878 
000Q28 
1 Salt Lake, and we would have the dim sum again. 
2 Q. Can you tell us what dim sum is? 
3 A. It is a small dish, for lunches and breakfast* 
4 1 Q. For lunches and breakfast? 
5 A. Yes. 
6 Q. Does it require special equipment? 
7 A. One or two special equipment, that they don't have in 
8 the restaurant. 
9 Q. Did you discuss with Mr. Ng the equipment that you 
10 would need? 
11 A. Yes. 
12 Q. Did you look for some equipment when Mr. Ng was in 
13 New York? 
14 A. I am sorry? 
15 Q. Did you look at equipment at all when Mr. Ng was in 
16 New York? 
17 A, We don't have to see the equipment, because we know 
18 what kind of equipment we need, already, because we understand 
19 what kind of equipment you use for the dim sum. We know Mr. Ng 
20 in Chinatown, because we work in the same restaurant, stay 
21 serving the dim sum. So we understood, if we doing the dim sum 
22 business, what kind of equipment we need. 
23 Q. You are saying Mr. Ng worked with you in a restaurant 
24 where they had dim sum? 
25 A. Yes. 
25 
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A. Eddie Ng talked to Wang Lee directly fror*. 3ait Lake 
to New York, by the telephone, talking the money, how much of 
that $50,000, how he come up with the money. And Mr. Lee say 
he come up with the money by installment to the company. And 
Mr. Ng asked Mr. Wang Lee to sign a promise note to Mr. Ng, but 
in Chinatown, New York, we, the people invest the money into a 
company or whatever, they have the money come up by 
installment, but we just talk and have a trust. Whatever he 
call out, he promise to pay to the company, he have to pay, 
without signing anything. 
Q. So he, Mr. Lee and Mr. Ng, talked about this? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Was Mr. Ng's wife to be involved in this transaction? 
A. Mr. Ng!s wife call, she promise to come up $20,000 to 
invest. 
Q. Did she put up all of her money? 
A. No. 
Q. After your meetings in New York, did you start to buy 
the equipment for Salt Lake? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Let me show you what has been marked as Exhibit 17. 
Tell me what that is. 
A. Yes. I understand. 
Q. What is it? 
A. First page is for invitation for the grand opening. 
39 
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Q. Why don't you look through all these pages and see if 
they aren't all for printing and menus? 
A. The second page for the printing of the menu. The 
second one's the sign box, the sign. We have a picture for the 
food. And including the transformation fee. And the third 
page for $230 is the sign, the plastic sign. The next page, 
$460 is for the photograph, to make the picture, to ready for 
the menu. And $3.50 is the Chinese word to handwriting. And 
this one is for $900 is the cover. 
Q. Was that going to be used in Salt Lake? 
A. Yes. 
Q. That bill is for $1,700. There is a 900 and 800. 
What's that for? Is this whole bill for the same thing? 
A. This come from the same company. 
Q. Is it all for the sign? 
A. For the sign and the words, the Chinese words. 
Q. The next page is for what? 
A. The name card. 
Q. Business cards? 
A, Yes. 
Q. What's the next page for? 
A. Also the sign. The next page is a stationery. The 
last page, the menu, on the printing. 
Q. To print the menus? 
A. Yes. 
40 
000031 000894 
Q. These were all things that have been talked about in 
New York with Mr. Ng? 
A. Yeah, we have. 
Q. Before you came to Salt Lake, did some of these 
people that were going to invest put up cash that was used to 
buy equipment? 
A. We, the people, that come up with the money or 
whatever we need in a new company. 
Q. Let me show you what has been marked as Exhibit 1. 
I would ask that Exhibit 17 be received. 
MR. CHIDESTER: No objection. 
THE COURT: It is received. 
Q. Can you tell me what Exhibit 1 is? 
A. The paper, the name of people invested the money. 
Q. This is all in your handwriting? 
A. That's all my handwriting. 
Q. So this is a list of people that put up money for 
Salt Lake? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Some of these people put up money in Salt Lake, did 
they not? 
A. Sometime we, the people, they wire the money to the 
Ogden, and the rest, they come up the cash money in New York, 
and the rest, and they carry the check to the Salt Lake. 
(A brief recess was taken.) 
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sold your 
house, of 
excused? 
MR. 
THE 
MR. 
CHIDESTER: I have nothing further. 
COURT: Anything further? 
MEADE: On the sale of your home, would you have 
home if you weren't coming to Salt Lake? 
THE WITNESS: No. I won't come, I won't sell my 
course. I like New York. 
MR. 
THE 
MR. 
THE 
MEADE: I have no further questions. 
COURT: Any objection to the witness being 
CHIDESTER: No, your Honor. 
COURT: You may be excused. 
Thank you. 
Call your next witness. 
MR. 
BY MR. MEADE: 
Chan 
your 
Q. 
. Is 
A. 
Q. 
Mr. 
MEADE: I call Mr. Chan back to the stand. 
DIRECT EXAMINATION (Resumed) 
Chan, there was discussion about a person Y. 
that your wife? 
Yes 
So money that came from your wife's account, was 
money? 
A, 
Q. 
Yes 
M. 
that 
Before you came to Salt Lake, did you collect some 
money from some investors in New York? 
A. Yes , I do. 
6 8 
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Q. 
money you collected in New York? 
A. I collected total money in New York about $30,000. 
Q. Can you tell us who you collected it from? 
A. I collected $5,000 from my wife, Y. M. Chan; and 
$10,000 from Lai Leng Cheng; and $15,000 from Sun Fat Yu. 
Q. What did you use that money for that you collected? 
A. I collected money to buy some of the equipment, to 
buy the food, and the equipment and printing, all the expenses, 
Q. Did you bring ail of that stuff to Salt Lake when you 
came? 
A. Everything come to Salt Lake City, 
Q. When you came to Salt Lake, you came in a truck? 
A. Yes. 
Q. How big a truck? A pickup truck? 
A. Ryder truck, around 15 to 20 feet — 15 feet. 
Q. When you collected money from those people in New 
York, did you give them receipts for the money? 
A. Yes, I do. 
Q. Let me show you what has been marked as Exhibit 11. 
Is that in your handwriting? 
A. Yes. 
Q. What is that? 
A. That's a receipt of money from Y. M. Chan addressed 
to Utah, in The Pearl Restaurant, capital, $5,000, to buy some 
69 
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stuff, to Salt Lake City, in China Pearl Restaurant. I receive 
the money. I have the signature. I have the witness Sun Fat 
Yu. 
Q. So Mr. Yu!s signature is on there? 
A. Yes. 
MR. MEADE: I move for the admission of Exhibit 11. 
MR. CHIDESTER: No objection. 
THE COURT: It is received. 
Q. Let me show you next Exhibit 13. Is that another 
receipt? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Who is that from? 
A. That's Mr. Wang Lee received the money from Sun Fat 
Yu, U. S. dollar 5,000, for Salt Lake City, China Pearl 
Restaurant, for the — some of the chef. And Mr. Wang Lee have 
a signature receive the money from Mr. Yu. 
Q. Mr. Wang Lee's signature is on there? 
A. Yes. He specified for the money for buying food to 
use in Salt Lake City. 
MR. MEADE: I would move for the admission of 13. 
MR. CHIDESTER: No objection. 
THE COURT: It is received. 
Q. Then Exhibit 14, can you tell me what that is? 
A. Okay, Mr. Wang Lee received the money from Mr. Sun 
Fat Yu, 10,000 U.S. dollar, for Salt Lake City China Pearl 
70 
000Q35 0 0 0 9 2 4 
Restaurant, to share capital, receive from Wang Lee, cash, 
10,000, to buy the food and seafood and grocery on October 15, 
1992. 
Q. So there is $15,000 altogether there, from Mr. Yu? 
A. From Mr. Sun Fat Yu. 
MR. MEADE: I would move for the admission of 14. 
THE COURT: Any objection? 
MR. CHIDESTER: No objection. 
THE COURT: It is received. 
Q. Exhibit 15, are those receipts for equipment that you 
purchased? 
A. Yes. 
Q. What money did you use to buy this equipment? 
A. The first page, we buy the dim sum car for the dim 
sum use, $1,780. 
Q. All of the — look through all of those receipts in 
there. 
A. The second page — 
Q. Don't tell me about them. Just look through all of 
them, so you kno;: what they are. 
A. Some equipment from the discount hardware store to 
bring over here. 
Q. Exhibit 15 is all equipment you bought and brought to 
Salt Lake City? 
A. From t h a t $30 ,000 . 
71 
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Q. 
A. 
Exhibit 
Q. 
October, 
A. 
Q. 
Lake? 
A. 
Q. 
A. 
cooks. 
You brought it from New York to Salt Lake? 
Yes. 
MR. MEADE: I would move for the admission of 
15. 
THE COURT: Any objection? 
MR. CHIDESTER: No objection. 
THE COURT: It is received. 
Let me show you Exhibit 16. That has a date in 
doesnlt it? 
Yes. 
This is equipment that was bought and brought to Salt 
Yes. 
Who brought this equipment to Salt Lake? 
Those item, they brought, in carried by hand, for the 
They come in to Salt Lake City for the grand opening, 
and they carry on. 
Q. 
to Salt 
A. 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
So this is stuff that the cooks brought from New York 
Lake when they came for the grand opening? 
Yes. 
When was the grand opening? 
October 23, 1992. 
Let me show you Exhibit 25. What is that? Is that 
your American Express bill? 
A
* 
We paid Ryder to have to rent a truck to move the 
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credit card. 
Q. It shows about $2,400 for the truck? 
A. Yes. 
Q. It shows $300, about, that you got back, the credit 
there? 
A. No. We rent the truck $2,400. 
Q. That's for the truck that you drove to Salt Lake? 
A. Yes. We rent one way. 
MR. MEADE: I would move for the admission of 25. 
MR. CHIDESTER: No objection. 
THE COURT: It is received. 
Q. I am showing you now Exhibit 31. For the record, on 
the first page, the first two columns have an ifX" drawn through 
them, and nothing is claimed on Exhibit 31 for those two 
columns. 
What is Exhibit 31? Does it have to do with cooks? 
A. We paid a dim sum cook wages, $600. 
Q. What about the next page? 
A. We paid a cook wages, $1,500. 
Q. And this was money paid in New York? 
A. Yeah, in that $30,000. 
MR. MEADE: I would move for the admission of 31. 
MR. CHIDESTER: No objection, your Honor. 
THE COURT: It is received. 
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Q. Let ne show you Exhibit 32. Just look at it a 
minute. Don't talk. Then I will ask you a question. 
Exhibit 32, is that all receipts for food that you bought in 
New York? 
A. Yes. 
Q. How did you bring that food to Utah? 
A, Some of that, we carried by the truck. Some of them, 
they sent it by the transportation company to carry on here. 
Part of them, they carry in when they come into the grand 
opening. 
Q. So some of it you brought in your truck, some of it 
was sent by the food company in their trucks to Utah, and some 
of it was carried by the chefs? 
A. Yes. 
Q. When you got to Salt Lake, was there food already 
here? Was there inventory in the restaurant? 
A. Mr. Ng have some of the inventory in the restaurant. 
Q. Were you able to use the food that was in the 
restaurant? 
A. Most of the food, they kept in the freezer, it almost 
burned, over-freezed already. 
Q. It is burned in the freezer? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Go on. 
A. A lot of thing, we cannot use now in new restaurant, 
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the freez 
don't use 
er a long, long time already. 
: in storage and all in 
And some of them, we 
them, because trie*/ ^ re net suitable for us to use for 
our cooking. 
Q. 
A. 
inventory 
Q. 
A # 
Did you make a list of the food that was here? 
Mr. Kam Pil Lee, and maybe Mr. Ng, they take the 
• 
Have you seen the inventory? 
I saw it then, but I don't have — find out how much 
money they were. But most of them, more than 60 percent, we 
could not 
Q. 
use. 
So you think Mr. Lee and Mr. 
inventory? 
A, 
Q. 
Yes. Because Mr. Ng request 
Ng prepared an 
for the inventory. 
Did you — when you left Salt Lake, did you leave 
food here? 
A. 
Q. 
here? 
A. 
Q. 
that you 
A. 
left. 
Q. 
Yes, we do. 
Did you take an inventory of 
We do. 
Let me show you Exhibit 52. 
took? 
That's the inventory we left 
Who made the listing? 
the food that you left 
Is that the inventory 
in Salt Lake before we 
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1 A. Mr, Kan Pil Lae. 
2 Q. He wrote that out? 
3 A. Yes. 
4 Q. Did you ask him to do that? 
5 A. Yes. 
6 Q. There are no prices in there? 
7 A. No. 
8 Q. You have looked at that list a number of times, have 
9 you not? 
10 A. I have go through that. 
11 Q. Do you have an idea of how much is there in money? 
12 What would be the value of that inventory? 
13 A. I think for the inventory we left at least about 
14 $15,000. 
15 Q. That's all listed, all of what you left is in that 
16 book? 
17 A. Yes. 
18 MR. MEADE: I would move for the admission of 
19 Exhibit 52. 
20 MR. CHIDESTER: No objection, your Honor. 
21 THE COURT: It is received. 
22 Q. When you came to Salt Lake with the truck, did Mr. Ng 
23 send someone to help you? 
24 A. Yes. 
25 Q. Who did he send, and why? 
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1 A. In Los Angeles. 
2 Q. That was paid for from the business? 
3 A- Yes. 
4 Q. That's the check in here? 
5 A. I draw off two checks. One is $14,391.21. The other 
6 check, only small item, $369. 
7 Q. And that equipment was brought to Salt Lake? 
8 A. The Great China, they sent it by the truck to Salt 
9 Lake City and our new restaurant. 
10 Q. Did you leave that equipment in Salt Lake when you 
11 left? 
12 A. Everything, we are leaving in Salt Lake. 
13 Q. The equipment that you bought from New York and 
14 brought to Salt Lake, did you leave that in Salt Lake? 
15 A. Everything. 
16 MR. MEADE: I would move for the admission of 
17 Exhibit 27. 
18 MR. CHIDESTER: No objection, your Honor. 
19 THE COURT: It is received. 
20 Q. Let me show you next Exhibit 28. Are those for the 
21 purchase of some things for Salt Lake? 
22 A. That's only for the transportation fee and the custom 
23 fee. We buy for the wooden — custom wooden cup, the dragon 
24 and a phoenix from Hong Kong. 
25 Q. Look at the last page. Isn't there something from 
000042 
Q. You didn't have any stoves in the car, did you? 
A. No, we donft. 
Q. Did you have equipment from the restaurant in the 
car? 
A. No. 
Q. Shortly before you left, there had been a banquet at 
the restaurant, and did you collect some money from that 
banquet? 
A. Yes. 
Q. How much did you collect, do you remember? 
A. Around 3,100 something. 
Q. You didn't deposit that money in the restaurant 
account, did you? 
A. No. 
Q. Let me show you what has been marked as Exhibit 41. 
Is that all in your handwriting? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Does that have to do with this money you collected 
for the banquet? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Tell me what you did with the money you collected 
from the banquet. 
A. I collected the money. The total amount is $3,214. 
And I paid the tips to the waiter, $280, and the wages for the 
cook, 174, and Simon, to the waiter, $114, and a cook, I paid 
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books. 
Q. Would $3,000 a month be a fair guess? 
A. Almost. 
Q. How much did you pay the least experienced? 
A. Who? 
Q. The least-experienced cook. The one with the least 
experience. You paid this one the highest. What was the 
lowest you paid? 
A. The lower one, I think, is — I cannot answer your 
question right now. I don't know the exact figure. 
Q. You testified when you got to the restaurant in 
October, that there was inventory in the kitchen, but that 
about 60 percent of it, you couldn't use, because it had 
freezer burn; is that right? 
A. Yes. 
Q. What did you do with that food? 
A. I am sorry? 
Q. What did you do with that food? 
A. Those food is burn, overburn, we cannot use. Only 
the food in the refrigerator, we throw it away, and some of it, 
the dry food or grocery item, they stored it in a storeroom. 
We don't use that. We just put it away in a corner. 
Q. So the food that came out of the freezer, that you 
didn't think you could use, you threw away? 
A. We cannot u s e i t . 
1 2 7 
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1 Q. I am just asking, you threw it away, right? 
2 A. Yes. 
3 Q. Exhibit 52, it is inventory, the inventory of food 
4 that you took, that you said you left behind. 
5 A. Yes. 
6 Q. You show you prepared that on March 7, 1993; is that 
7 right? 
8 A. Yes. 
9 Q. What day did you leave Salt Lake? 
10 A. I leave Salt Lake on March 24. 
11 Q. March 24? 
12 A. Yes. 
13 Q. How often were you in the restaurant after March 7? 
14 A. I am sorry? 
15 Q. How often were you in the restaurant after March 7? 
16 A. Going back to the restaurant? Not too many times. 
17 Q. But you were back in the restaurant after March 7? 
18 A. The March 7 of 1993 is the last day I working in the 
19 restaurant. 
20 Q. But you were back in the restaurant after that? 
21 A. Yes. 
22 Q. Not working? 
23 A. Yes, I am. 
24 Q. There were still people that were — your employees 
25 were still there working, weren't they? 
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1 anything, either, did you? 
2 A. I am sorry? 
3 Q. You didn't want to use your Social Security number on 
4 any accounts, either, did you? 
5 A. No, because I didn't have an account for myself. 
6 Q. Wasn't that to avoid bad debts you left back in New 
7 York? 
8 A. Because I didn't have money to deposit. 
9 Q. It wasn't because you had bad debts in New York, you 
10 didn't want anyone to find out? 
11 A. No. It doesn't matter. 
12 Q. Exhibit 55, that's your personal check statement, 
13 where you go through and show all the checks that were made 
14 out? 
15 MR. MEADE: I object. That's not his personal 
16 statement. That's from the business. 
17 MR. CHIDESTER: I am sorry. 
18 Q. What I mean, it is your handwriting? 
19 A. Yes. 
20 Q. It is not a bank statement, it is one you made and 
21 kept, right? 
22 A. Yes. 
23 Q. Do you know whether all of these checks cleared the 
24 bank? 
25 A. Which ones? I don't have it. 
0 0 0 0 4 6
 0 0 0 9 8 6 
Q. I am sorry. 
A. Which one? 
Q. Do you have that in front of you? You know what I am 
talking about, though? I will just give that to you, if you 
want to look at it. 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you know whether the checks listed there, whether 
all of them cleared the bank, whether there were funds to cover 
all those checks? 
A. The Ogden? 
Q. Th£~ checks that you show there, you show checks you 
have written. Do you know whether there were funds in the bank 
to cover those checks? 
A. To cover the new account, the new company account. 
Q. But do you know whether all of those checks that you 
have written there cleared the bank? 
A. They can clear the bank or not. 
Q. Do you know whether those bank checks did clear? 
A. Some of them — see, I am in Salt Lake. I draw the 
check. They all good. I am not taken care of the bank 
account, how much money they have in the bank, or not. I know 
if they want me to draw the check to some other people or some 
other company, then I draw off the check. 
Q. You testified, Mr. Chan, that the business paid for 
an apartment for the cooks. Is that correct? 
133 
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1 banquet with you, right? 
2 A. The grand opening. 
3 Q. They were going to have a banquet? 
4 A. Yes. 
5 Q. They had booked a banquet room? 
6 A. Yes. 
7 Q. You had overbooked the banquet room, somebody else 
8 was supposed to be in there, too, do you remember that? 
9 A. What do you mean overbooked? 
10 Q. You had two people scheduled for the banquet room at 
11 the same time. Do you remember that? Do you remember getting 
12 into an argument with a customer, giving him his deposit back, 
13 telling him you didn't want his business anymore? 
14 A. I have no idea there. 
15 Q. You testified your last day in the restaurant was 
16 March 7, right? 
17 A. I left the restaurant, yes. 
18 Q. You didnft — when did you leave Salt Lake? 
19 A. I stayed in Salt Lake. 
20 Q. I know. When did you leave Salt Lake? 
21 A. On March 24, 1993. 
22 Q. How did you tell Mr. Ng and Miss Scott you were 
23 leaving? 
24 A. I have a memo telling Mr. Ng I am leaving Salt Lake. 
25 Q. You left him a note? 
147 
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A. Yes. 
Q. Left him that note on March 24? 
A. Yes. 
Q. You didn't tell him between March 7 and March 24 that 
you were leaving? 
A. I tell him I am leaving, but not what date I am 
leaving. 
Q. He assumed you were still running the restaurant up 
until March 24, right? 
A. I am sorry? 
Q. He assumed you were still running the restaurant up 
until March 24, correct? 
A. Who? 
Q. Mr. Ng. 
A. Yes, he was running the restaurant. 
Q. You kept all of the books, all of the accounting 
records and everything for The Pearl while you were running the 
restaurant, didn't you? That was your responsibility, right? 
A. For the record? 
Q. You kept all the records, the accounting records, 
kept track of all the money, while you ran the restaurant? 
A. Mr, Wong was supposed to keep this. 
Q. You testified — I think it is Exhibit 56 is the 
statement that this is in your handwriting, right? 
A. I get the information from Mr. Wong. 
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A. 
Q. 
Defendant 
I don't knew that. 
I will show you a copy of what has been marked as 
:s' Exhibit A. Do you recognize the signatures on 
those four checks? 
A. 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
Yes. 
Whose signatures are those? 
The check I draw out. 
You drew out the checks? 
Yes. 
You knew when you drew these out that there wasn't 
any money in the account, didn't you? 
A. 
Q. 
money in 
A. 
Q. 
I am sorry? 
You knew when you drew these that there wasn't any 
the account, didn't you? 
I don't know. 
You knew that at the Bank of Utah, with The China 
Pearl account, that Miss Scott had guaranteed any overdrawn 
checks? 
A. 
Q. 
the four 
made out 
correct? 
A. 
Q
' 
I know that. 
You knew that? These checks that you have made out, 
checks, one is made out to the Bank of Utah — two 
to the Bank of Utah, and two made out to cash; is that 
Yes. 
Did you take these checks into the bank and cash 
1 5 0 
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then, you* 
A. 
Q. 
A. 
the Grace 
Q. 
A. 
rself? 
No. 
Who did, do you know? 
The first, 4008, the check for $1,500, is give it to 
Chan. 
Gave that money to Grace Chan? 
Yes. She said she stay a long time and work in the 
restaurant, for a couple of months, she have — she supposed to 
get some 
Q. 
paid once 
too? 
A. 
Q. 
A, 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
A. 
raises. 
When you testified Monday that everybody only got 
wages, that wasn't really true, she got paid here, 
Because she had to go, go back to San Francisco. 
So you paid her $1,500? 
She ask for that. 
She asked for that, so you gave it to her? 
Yes. 
On a check that you knew was overdrawn? 
I don't know. 
What about check No. 4010? 
The check, the money going back to pay in Hong Kong 
for the wooden dragon and phoenix. We order from Hong Kong to 
Salt Lake 
Q. 
A. 
• 
So that money went to pay for the dragon and phoenix? 
Yes. 
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Q. So that's been paid off? 
A. Yes. 
Q. You paid that with an overdrawn check? 
A. I didn't know that. 
MR. MEADE: I object to his use of the word 
"overdrawn." There is no evidence it is overdrawn. It has 
been stipulated these checks were paid. 
THE COURT: That was the question the Court had. 
Didn't counsel present by proffer or by way of evidence on 
November 7, 1994, that all of the checks referred to had, in 
fact, been paid? 
MR. CHIDESTER: I don!t recall that testimony, your 
Honor. I don't think that's accurate. 
THE COURT: Maybe you ought to ask and see. Then we 
can clear that question up. 
MR. MEADE: There is a stipulation regarding 
documents, with respect to these documents, and the stipulation 
was those were checks paid by the Bank of Utah. 
THE COURT: That's the Court's recollection. But if 
the Court is in error, you may proceed and clarify that 
question. 
Q. Are you familiar with the Bank of Utah's codes, 
Mr. Chan? Do you know what the 059 stamped on the check means? 
A, 059, that's 2,000 paying to the attorney fee. 
MR. MEADE: Mr. Chan, he is asking you whether or not 
000053 001006 
At pcga 50 of his deposition, I asked, "Did you ever 
tell them,11 referring to the investors, the Salt Lake 
investors, "how much money — 
"A. Yes. At that time Chan Full and I talk, and I 
said — I never talked about how much money we make or 
whatever. We only talk about — we have been — this 
restaurant has been very good business, and then we have been 
make — the business have been over 45. What do you say that? 
Once we have been over this amount of money in business. But 
we never tell him how much money we make. We only tell them 
how much the business has been." 
At page 54 of his deposition, I asked Mr. Ng, "What 
was talked about, what they would do with the kitchen? Did 
they talk about changing the kitchen? 
"A. Oh, yeah, they going to change the kitchen. 
"Q. What were they going to do in the kitchen? 
"A. They were going to change the kitchen because 
they sell dim sum. Dim sum is more like hors d'oeuvres. It is 
our Chinese custom. We go to lunch. We also go to dim sum 
house and eat hors d f oeuvres." 
We talked back and forth a little bit about dim sum, 
and he said, "Yeah, they have to make changes for that. 
"Q. Were they going to have to make other changes? 
"A. Yeah. They changed the whole thing. They 
rearranged the whole kitchen. 
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1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
1
 "Q. 
"A. 
"Q. 
York? 
"A. 
At 
they were goi 
"A. 
is new. 
"Q. 
"A. 
one. I am no 
am no longer 
restaurant. 
Q • Pag 
new equipment 
"A. 
"Q. 
out? 
"A. 
"Q. 
"A. 
MQ. 
"A. 
nQ. 
Were they going ~o have to buy new equipment? 
Yeah, they do. 
Were they going to bring equipment from New 
Yes. " 
page 69 of his deposition, I asked, "Okay. So 
ng to put up a new sign? 
Yeah, new sign. Everything is new. The sign 
Did you agree that that was okay? 
Oh, I agree, because at that time he is the 
longer — at that time when I am sitting there, I 
The Pearl, because it is a new corporation, a new 
He is the chairman. He is the one, the key man." 
e 72, "When you were in New York did you look at 
7 
Yes, we go through everything with them. 
Did you actually buy new equipment to bring 
Yeah, I think so. 
Okay. And bought new dishes to bring out? 
Buy new dishes and some equipment. 
They bought it in New York? 
Some from Los Angeles. 
You knew they were doing that? 
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going to do it. 
Then he give me several suggestions, during the whole 
week, he give me many suggestions. Say open up the Ogden, and 
then whatever — he owe me the money, say come in, pay me back 
with no interest, and ask me and Grace to use the Ogden 
property to go to the bank and loan the money to open the 
Ogden. I said it is okay, but everybody have to sign a 
guarantee order, a guarantee to the bank, as collateral, in 
case we don't make it, everybody have to pay, instead we have 
to guarantee, we have to cover all the loss. But they don't 
want to. Just want Grace to guarantee and pay us back later on 
with no interest. 
That's why we keep saying all kinds of this thing. 
He give me many suggestions. And all the suggestion I think is 
not acceptable. I don't want to lose too much money more or 
guarantee too much money more. I said I don't want to do that. 
I only want to have the fair — that the restaurant have to be 
fair. Talking about it. And then, suddenly, he leave me a 
note. He said, I leaving Salt Lake, and my lawyer will contact 
you. 
Q. Do you remember when he left that note? 
A. Pardon me? 
Q. Do you remember what day he left you that note? 
A. I can't forget — I forget. He just leave a note. 
Q. When he left, did he leave some equipment behind? 
000056 0 0 1 0 6 5 
A, And then after — during the whole week, and I find a 
lot of things gone, a lot of things disappear. 
Q. My question was, though, when he left, did he leave 
some of the equipment? 
A. Yeah, he leave some of the equipment. 
(}• What did he leave behind? 
A, I think he leave some of the steam table and some of 
those dim sum — for the dim sum. 
Q. Are you using that right now? 
A. No, I don't. 
Q. Could he take that back with him to New York? 
A. No, he didn't — 
Q* I say, could he? 
A. Yeah. He was to pick it up, but he didn't. 
Q. Let me show you a copy of what's already been 
introduced and received as evidence. It is Plaintiffs' Exhibit 
52. Mr. Chan testified he prepared a list of inventory of food 
he left behind. Have you reviewed that list? 
A. I never see this list until today. 
Q. You saw that Monday, right? 
A, Yeah. 
Q. When Mr. Chan left, did he leave all of the food that 
was listed in that inventory? 
A. I don't think so. I think everything is gone. 
Q. Was there any food left in the refrigerator? 
000057 0 0 1 0 6 6 
A. I think we still have some of the — I think we still 
have something over there in the third floor that we never 
used. 
Q. You never used any of that? 
A. No, I don't use those things, because we have 
different members. 
Q. Did Mr. Chan pay the payroll and sales taxes for the 
first quarter of 1993, before he left? 
A. Pardon me? 
Q. Did Mr. Chan pay the taxes, the payroll and sales 
taxes, for the first quarter of 1993, before he left? 
MR. MEADE: I would like some foundation for this. 
THE COURT: Sustained. Lay further foundation. 
Q. Are you — let me put it this way. After Mr. Chan 
left, were you responsible for paying the bills? 
A. Yeah, he supposed to pay — 
Q. I am saying, were you? 
A. Yeah. 
Q. Did you pay the taxes for the first quarter of 1993? 
A. Yes. But I have to file from our accountant. But to 
my understanding, he never pay. 
Q. And you paid those taxes? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you remember how much they were? 
A. I don't know, because I am not the one doing it. 
213 
000058 0 0 1 0 6 7 
had to cover a check that had been written to Globe Seafood? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Were there any other checks that you had to cover? 
A. The Globe Seafood check, they send it to a collection 
agent, and then the collection agent told us to pay for it. 
Q. You paid for that? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Was there any other suppliers that you had to pay 
for? 
A. We have the Coca-Cola. 
Q. How much was that? 
A. 3,200. 
Q. Any others? 
A. And then we have Tom Connolly, 20,000. He come to — 
we have the lawyer sue us to court to pay for that, too. 
Q. How much was that? 
A. 20,000. 
Q. Any others? 
A. And then we have the Quality Linen, 1,800. 
Q. Mr. Ng, there should be Defendants1 Exhibit A there 
in front of you. I am showing you what's previously been 
marked and admitted as Defendants' Exhibit A, four checks, two 
made out to the Bank of Utah and two made out to cash. 
A. This check, I never see, until I file, Mr. Wong and 
Lee go to the Bank of Utah and overdraw, overdraw the money, at 
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that time have no money in the bank, and then they have 
manager, Mr. Taylor, to okay to write out a check, cash. 
Q. They okayed it, even though there was no money in the 
account? 
A. Because at that time Grace guaranteed all the money, 
personal guarantee overdraw. 
Q. Did you or Grace Scott pay these checks? 
A, Yeah, Grace have to pay all this overdraw. And then 
all the money in the corner over there, Bank of Utah 2,600 and 
pay for the golden phoenix and the thing, pay for that thing, 
the decor, this overdraw, too. 
Q. So you paid that one, too? 
A. Yeah, we paid that one. 
Q. The last one in Exhibit A, the one they indicated 
they used to pay their lawyer, you paid that one, too? 
A. This also is the overdraw, $2,000, pay — I don't 
know who pay, but over here Mr. Chan Full's character is pay 
the lawyer fee. This all overdraw from the bank. 
Q. Did Mr. Chan or the people that worked for him cause 
any damage to the building, The Pearl Restaurant building, 
while they were there? 
A. Yes, we do have damage in the building. 
Q. What damage was caused? 
A. First, when they take out our sign, Chinese 
character, is made of brass, you have to polish it, you keep 
000060 001072 
Ogden property. 
Mr. Meade also talked about payments of $43,220 to 
Mr. Connolly, for improvements on the Ogden property. Your 
Honor, my clients' testimony, which was unrefuted, was that 
they had to make up $20,000 of those checks that were written. 
My clients didn't receive $43,000 benefit on those payments, 
because they had to cover those checks that were written. 
My clients1 testimony was that Mr. Connolly hired a 
lawyer to sue them for the balance of those payments that were 
made, because Grace Scott guaranteed any overdrawn checks on 
The China Pearl account. And while they can list the checks 
that they wrote to Mr. Connolly, my clients' testimony was 
clear, that all of those checks weren't good, and they had to 
cover $20,000 worth of those checks. So they did not receive 
all of that benefit, as alleged by the plaintiffs in this 
matter. 
Mr. Meade also testified that they left my clients 
with a going concern, with increased sales, and show an 
increase of about $20,000 a quarter. First of all, your Honor, 
obviously, the testimony was overhead was higher, that labor 
costs and food costs were too high. Mr. Ng testified Mr. Chan 
identified those problems, but indicated he couldn't cut labor, 
because he would lose face with his people in New York. 
So those sales — the sales increase was not a 
benefit, because there was no increase in profit. There was an 
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74.00 
824.00 
100.00 
166.00 
350.00 
500.00 
14,391.21 
25q.00 
150.00 
<*) INDICATES A GAP IN CHECK NUMBER SEQUENCE 
* * * C O N T I N U E 
CHECK a. 
^ 995 
— " 999 
— 1000 
-— 1001 
•DATE. 
10/26 
10/16 
10/15 
11/03 
1002*11/03 
1005*11/05 
1007 11/03 
1008 10/29 
1009 11/03 
1011 11/03 
1012 11/03 
1013 11/02 
1014*11/03 
1018*11/03 
1020*11/06 
1024*11/02 
1029*11/04 
1031 11/05 
1032 11/06 
1033*11/05 
1035*11/06 
. AMOUNT 
39.25 
383.13 
598.85 
886.98 
307.95 
45.00 
608.75 
,500.00 
729.94 
500.00 
1 ,061.46 
990.27 
290.00 
718.37 
461.75 
461.75 
66.00 
1 ,722.05 
4 ,006 .74 
151.00 
413.81 
9S00498 
* * * 
000069 MA 00128 
BANR'UTAH 
r>:e—'&«»- F D ) C 
DBA CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 
MR EDDY NG 
888 S STATE ST 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84111-4208 
35-1 
5 
71 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT: 12035721 
10/02/92 THRU 11/06/92 
DESCRIPTION 
CLARKE 
CLARKE 
DATE.. 
10/06 
10/07 
10/08 
10/13 
10/14 
10/15 
10/16 
AMERICAN CHK ORDERS 
AMERICAN CHK ORDERS 
...BALANCE 
45.100.00 
44,176.00 
44.102.00 
75,752.00 
60,491.79 
59,742.94 
59,193.81 
OTHER DEBITS 
H69637120326800 
H77533040703000 
- IDATLY 
DATE 
10/19 
10/20 
10/21 
10/23 
10/26 
10/27 
10/28 
BALANCE -
BALANCE 
66,992.19 
66,265.79 
64,587.35 
63,261.03 
58,708.07 
57,755.20 
57.683.75 
DATE.. 
10/29 
10/30 
11/02 
11/03 
11/04 
11/05 
11/06 
DATE 
10/29 
11/05 
PAGE 2 
AMOUNT 
33.04 
303.16 
...BALANCE 
55,134.00 
54,450.24 
52,254.47 
47,015.64 
47,687-82 
45,466.61 
34.949.73 
990049.9 
000070 
MA 00199 
BANR'UTAH 
Mymln: f r J I C 
DBA CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 
MR EDDY NG 
888 S STATE ST 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84111-4208 
35-1 
17 
54 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT: 12035721 
11 /0_6/92 THRU 12/04/92 
PAGE 1 
OUR AUDITORS, KPMG PEAT MARWICK. ARE CURRENTLY PfRFORHING THEIR ANNUAL 
AUDIT. PLEASE EXAMINE YOUR STATEMENT CAREFULLY AND REPORT IN WRITING 
ANY DISCREPANCIES TO KPMG PEAT HARWICK AT THE FOLLOWING ADDRESS: 
60 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE - SUITE 900 - SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84111 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT 12035721 
TAX IDENTIFICATION NUMBER 
MINIMUM BALANCE 
AVG AVAILABLE BALANCE 
AVERAGE BALANCE 
REF 8 DATE 
11/09 
11/09 
11/09 
11/09 
11/09 
11/13 
DESCRIPTION 
DATA CAPTUKC 
DATA CAPTURE 
DATA CAPTURE 
DATA CAPTURE 
DATA CAPTURE 
DATA CAPTURE 
DATA CAPTURE 
DATA CAPTURE 
DATA CAPTURE 
DATA CAPTURE 
DATA CAPTURE 
DATA CAPTURE 
DATA CAPTURE 
DATA CAPTURE 
AMOUNT 
81. 
850. 
1,001. 
> 3,656. 
i 20,000. 
1 1.664. 
DC «MDCS 
DC RMBCS 
DC RMBCS 
DC RMBCS 
DC RMBCS 
DC RMBCS 
DC RMBCS 
DC" RMBCS 
DC RMBCS 
DC RMBCS 
DC RMBCS 
DC RMBCS 
DC RMBCS 
DC RMBCS 
.40" 
.80-
.27 
.70-
.00' 
.09 
* : 
87-0366594 BALANCE LAST STATEMENT 
10,720.14- 31 CREDITS 
26,315.91 61 DEBITS 
29,470.36 BALANCE THIS STATEMENT 
— —\DEPOSITS — - -
REF 8....VDA^iVTT...AMOUNT REF 8... 
Q&- 11/13 3.690.26^ 
^ ^ 11/16 249.62 — ^ 
-""J^C 11/16 1,539.08 — c c ^ 
"-^ijcJ 11/18 2,986.82~< 
< i V 11/20 738.20-^ 
-^ U/27 604.85' 
- - OTHER CREDITS - -
9111077506-
9111077906 
9111077906 
9111077906 
9111077906 
9111077906 
9111077906 
9111077906 
9111077906 
9111077906 
9111077906 
9111077906 
9111077906 
9111077906 
* * C O N T I N U E D * * * 
..DATE. 
11/27 
12/01 
12/03 
12/04 
12/04 
OATE 
"11/12 
11/13 
11/16 
11/17 
11/18 
11/19 
11/20 
11/23 
11/24 
11/25 
11/30 
11/30 
12/01 
12/03 
34,949.73 
65,287.31 
100,160.79 
76.25 
AMOUNT ^ 
1,631.44 ^ 
5,979.88-^ 
10,000.00"^ 
623.23 - W 
1.443.78^ 
AMOUNT 
iao.zs 
173.47 
355.73 
1,492.22 
213.37 
149.07 
121.50 
169.35 
1,136.92 
114.18 
216.41 
535.90 
2,657.86 
1,029.66 
^ - J \J o U U 
000071 
^.r\i T") 
BANK>/UTAH 
Member F D.I C 
DBA CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 
MR EDDY NG ! 
888 S STATE ST 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84111-4208 
35-1 
17 
54 
BUSINESS ACCOUNTi 12035721 
11/06/92 THRU 12/04/92 
_.,^ CHECK 8..DATE.. 
'&}&& *H/19 
A i / M 0 0 3 11/09 
1004*11/13 
1006*12/04 
1015 11/10 
1016 11/09 
1017*11/10 
1019*11/13 
1021*11/13 
1025*11/12 
1028*11/24 
1030*11/09 
'4034*11/23 
T03FTT70~9~~ 
1037*11/09 
1039 11/10 
1040 11/13 
1041 11/10 
....ABQlffiTT 
^ T 3 3 T 7 5 ^ 
1.065.21 
74.00 
318.30 
146.00 
945.13 
1,321.23 
461.75 
277.05 
40.00 
118.58 
475.00 
28,487.69 
478.13 
2,800.00 
170.00 
39.84 
185.00 
- - - - CHECKS 
CHECK «..DATE... 
1042 11/13 
1043 11/12 
1044 11/13 
1045 11/13 
1046 11/17 
1047 11/16 
1048 11/17 
1049 12/03 
1050 11/24 
1051 11/16 
1052*11/18 
1055 11/18 
1056 11/18 
1057 11/23 
1058 11/19 
1059 11/19 
1060 11/19 
1061 11/27 
INDICATES A GAP IN CHECK NUMBER SEQUENCE 
DESCRIPTION 
^TURNED OEPOSIT 
RETURNED DEPOSIT 
CLARKE AMERICAN 
ITEfiS 
ITEMS 
CHK ORDERS 
AMEX/DINERS AM RMBCS 
MONTHEND BILL MM RMBCS 
OVERDRAFT INTEREST 
ACS CHRGBACK CB RMBCS 
DATE BALANCE 
11/09 54, 
11/10 52, 
11/12 52, 
11/13 55. 
11/16 57, 
• < '« - r -. 
776.43 
954.20 
925.35 
658.41 
159.24 
: : i »,Q 
...AMOUNT 
204.00 
169.10 
1,606.54 
47.00 
949.97 
181.85 
48.00 
461.75 
461.75 
461.75 
277.05 
9,000.00 
719.78 
1,461.23 
112.55 
190.21 
10,000.00 
189.74 
OTHER DEBITS 
H92470570344000 
9111077906 
9111077906 
9111077906 
- - DAILY BALANCE 
DATE ...BALANCE 
11/18 50, 
11/19 40 
11/20 41 
11/23 11 
11/24 7 
1
' 'Z~. 7 
856.85 
,569.41 
,429.11 
,649.54 
,107.54 
«*»o« ~ n 
CHECK tt. 
1062 
1063 
1064 
1065' 
1067 
1068 
1069 
1070 
1071 
1072 
1073 
1074 
1075 
1076 
1077 
1078 
1079' 
1081 
DATE.. 
11/27 
11/30 
12/01 
12/02 
12/03 
* ~ '0.J 
.OATE. 
11/24 
11/27 
12/01 
'11/30 
12/01 
12/02 
12/01 
12/01 
12/02 
12/02 
12/01 
12/01 
12/01 
12/01 
12/01 
12/02 
*12/02 
12/03 
DATE 
11/13 
11/24 
11/24 
12/02 
12/02 
12/04 
12/04 
PAGE 2 
AMOUNT 
5,054.52 
1,513.99 
570.00 
207.49 
5,550.00 
442.80 
161.80 
1,530.00 
272.18 
1.073.00 
16,731.54 
274.75 
132.25 
219.00 
79.49 
73.00 
227.85 
1,500.00 
AMOUNT 
64.58 
16.30 
27.77 
31.16 
288.16 
4.78 
15.45 
..BALANCE 
7.754.28 
8,299.10 
8,311.99-
10,720.14-
1,652.23-
000072 
990C501 
BANK/UTAH 
Member F D i C 
DBA CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 
MR EDDY NG 
888 S STATE ST 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84111-4208 
35-1 
15 
30 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT: 12035721 
12/04/92 THRU 01/01/93 
PAGE 1 
OUR AUDITORS, KPMG PEAT MARWICK, ARE CURRENTLY PERFORMING THEIR ANNUAL 
AUDIT. PLEASE EXAMINE YOUR STATEMENT CAREFULLY AND REPORT IN WRITING 
ANY DISCREPANCIES TO KPMG PEAT MARWICK AT THE FOLLOWING ADDRESS: 
60 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE - SUITE 900 - SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84111 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT 
TAX IDENTIFICATION NUMBER 87-0366594 LAST 
MINIMUM BALANCE 5, 
AYG AVAILABLE BALANCE 2, 
AVERAGE BALANCE 
REF 8 DATE.. 
12/07 
12/10 
12/10 
12/11 
12/14 
DESCRIPTION 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
CATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
2, 
AMOUNT REF 8. 
2,491.17 
424.70 
1,057.98 
1,186.02 
2,788.08 
RMBCS 9111077906 
KM3C3 3111077905 
RMBCS 9111077906 
RMBCS 9111077906 
RMBCS 9111077906 
RMBCS 9111077906 
RMBCS 9111077906 
RMBCS 9111077906 
RMBCS 9111077906 
RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RfJBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
n*7\ r'S^I'CC r<-> 
RMBCS 9111077906 
RMBCS 9111077906 
RMBCS 9111077906 
RMBCS 9111077906 
RMBCS 9111077906 
RMBCS 9111077906 
f:«<ci« Q « * 1 «""":r4 
469.26-
733.35-
080.77- THIS 
- DEPOSITS 
....DATE.... 
12/15 
12/16 
12 '18 
12,21 
12/22 
12035721 
STATEMENT 
33 
35 
12/04/92 
CREDITS 
DEBITS 
STATEMENT 01/01/93 
..AMOUNT REF 8... 
1,164 
353 
401 
650 
2,703 
OTHER CREDITS - -
.21 
.85 
.90 
.57 
.64 
..DATE. 
12/28 
12/29 
12/30 
12/30 
12/30 
DATE 
12/07 
1 n /r,s 
A C / W U 12/09 
12/10 
12/11 
12/14 
12/15 
12/16 
12/17 
12/18 
12/22 
12/22 
12/23 
12/24 
12/29 
12/29 
12/30 
— / - •» 
76.25 
33,311.74 
30,803.90 
2,584.09 
AMOUNT 
2,914.18 
3,505.54 
534.05 
692.35 
853.00 
AMOUNT 
400.67 
1,220.17 
162.07 
152.92 
64.65 
435.48 
2,437.79 
344.51 
128.15 
250.25 
183.40 
1,166.40 
212.32 
368.15 
2 4 5 . 1 0 
2 , 9 3 2 . 3 7 
577.75 
•"• ^ "* *" 7, 
* * * C O N T I N U E D * * * 
000073 9900502 
BANK°/UTAH 
Merrier F 0 ' C 
DBA CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 
MR EDOX NG 
888 S STATE ST 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84111-4208 
35-1 
15 
30 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT: 12035721 
j.2/04/92 THRU 01/01 /9_3_ 
PAGE 2 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT 12035721 
CHECK «..DATE.. 
*12/18 
1066*12/07 
1062 12/15 
1083 12/07 
1084 12/15 
1085 12/07 
1086 12/08 
1087 12/11 
1088 12/07 
1089*12/08 
(*) INDICATES A 
DESCRIPTION 
NSF ITEM CHARGE 
AMOUNT 
3.00 
454.73 
1,500.00 
1,500.00 
1,500.00 
1,000.00 
' 221.00 
4,000.00 
3,500.00 
1.447.52 
CHECKS • 
CHECK 8..DATE. 
1091 12/14 
1092 12/10 
1093 12/10 
1094 12/14 
1095 12/21 
1096 12/15 
1097 12/23 
1098 12/22 
1099*12/22 
1101 12/21 
600.00 
62.65 
478.96 
514.41 
104.90 
700.00 
1,067.47 
3,400.00 
190.75 
1,800.00 
GAP IN CHECK NUMBER SEQUENCE 
DEPOSIT OEBIT CORRECTION 
ACS CHRGBACK CB 
RETURNED DEP0SI1 
SERVICE CHARGE 
_ _ _ DTHFJ? DFRTTC 
RMBCS 9111077906 
" ITEMS 
UTCRORAFT INTEREST) 
DATE { 
12/07 3, 
12/08 3, 
12/09 3 
12/10 2 
12/11 5 
12/14 3 
12/15 3 
JAL'ANCE 
486.64-
,93T1.99-
,793.92-
,719.93-
,469.26-
,36.0.11-
,458.11-
_ _ HAT! Y RAl ANPr 
DATE 
12/16 
12/17 
12/13 
12/21 
12/22 
12/23 
12/24 
.BALANCE 
2.759.75-
2,631.60-
1,982.45-
3,247.93-
2.785.24-
3,640.39-
3,272.24-
CHECK 8 
1102 
1103 
1104 
1105 
1106 
1107 
1108 
1109 
1110 
DATE.. 
12/28 
12/29 
12/30 
12/31 
01/01 
.DATE. 
12/29 
12/29 
12/29 
12/29 
12/30 
12/29 
12/29 
12/30 
12/31 
DATE 
12/09 
12/10 
12/21 
12/31 
12/31 
- « / » • 
AMOUNT 
425.00 
316.52 
101.25 
298.65 
2,276.24 
840.00 
239.62 
695.56 
1,382.50 
AMOUNT 
24.00 
20.00 
11.15 
27.00 
59.82 
41.20 
..BALANCE 
358.06-
4,103.91 
3,789.26 
2,625.29 
2,584.09 
000074 
9900503 
*SH BANK-/UTAH 
Member F.D I.C. 
DBA CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 
MR EDDY NG 
888 S STATE ST 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84111-4208 
35-1 
39 
62 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT: 12035721 
01/01/93 THRU 02/05/93 
PAGE 1 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT 12035721 
TAX IDENTIFICATION NUMBER 87-0366594 LAST 
MINIMUM BALANCE 4. 
AVG AVAILABLE BALANCE 1. 
AVERAGE BALANCE 
REF 8 DATE.. 
01/04 
01/04 
01/04 
01/04 
01/04 
01/05 
01/08 
01/08 
01/08 
01/12 
01/12 
01/12 
01/13 
DESCRIPTION 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
AMOUNT REF 8. 
460.25 
734.01 
746.10 
1,066.78 
2.118.50 
576.74 
197.92 
352.65 
1.026.81 
590.60 
927.09 
939.05 
421.80 
RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE OC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE OC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
Z '-""'- C.'c~"rc DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
DATA CAPTURE DC 
RMBCS 9111077906 
RMBCS 9111077906 
RMBCS 9111077906 
RMBCS 9111077906 
RMBCS 9111077906 
RMBCS 9111077906 
~uon<; 91 V.077906 
RMBCS 91I10775C6 
RMBCS 9111077906 
* * * C 
954.95-
466.76-
STATEMENT 01/01/93 
63 CREDITS 
70 DEBITS 
724.35- THIS STATEMENT 02/05/93 
- DEPOSITS 
DATE':... 
01/13 
01/15 
01/19 
01/19 
01/19 
01/19 
01/19 
01/20 
01/21 
01/22 
01/25 
01/25 
01/2S 
..AMOUNT REF 8,. 
778.42 
425.37 
396.15 
413.65 
423.80 
520.40 
638.35 
651.05 
359.75 
940.51 
758.68 
1,106,73 
1,522.00 
OTHER CREDITS 
0 N T I N U ED * * * 
...DATE.. 
01/26 
01/27 
01/28 
01/28 
01/29 
02/01 
02/01 
02/01 
02/02 
02/03 
02/04 
02/05 
OATE 
01/04 
01/05 
01/05 
01/07 
01/08 
01/11 
01/12 
01/13 
01/14 
01/15 
01/20 
01/20 
01/20 
** • /«" • 
61/25 
2.584.09 
42,727.72 
49,819.80 
4,507.99-
AMOUNT 
639.42 
429.02 
283.06 
1,702.53 
386.88 
747.68 
959.33 
1,665.52 
1.030.27 
479.30 
800.82 
316.68 
AMOUNT 
171.85 
828.30 
900.00 
1,357.53 
164.20 
88.80 
741.81 
236.25 
190.75 
85.40 
287.95 
314.15 
1,293.35 
* 3~ 1 ~ 
1,034.70 
000075 0 0 C; n ~ A r -•' •- J •- o ••} 0 
BANK°/UTAH 
Memoer F.D l.< 
DBA CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 
MR EDOY NG 
888 S STATE ST 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84111-4208 
35-1 
39 
62 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT: 1203S721 
01/01/93 THRU 02/05/93 
PAGE 2 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT 12035721 
OTHER CREDITS 
DESCRIPTION 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DEPOSIT CREDIT CORRECTION 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATE 
01/26 
01/27 
01/28 
01/29 
02/01 
02/01 
02/02 
02/03 
02/04 
02/05 
AMOUNT 
,546.92 
323.43 
258.51 
424.93 
10.00 
303.20 
,650.35 
226.71 
405.16 
164.65 
CHECK «..DATE. 
1090*01/07 
1100*01/08 
1111 01/04 
1112 01/04 
1113 01/05 
1114 01/05 
1115 01/04 
1115 01/05 
1117 01/06 
1118 01/05 
1119 01/05 
1120 01/06 
1121*01/06 
1123 
1124 
1125 
1126 
1127 
1128 
1129 
01/11 
01/15 
01/07 
01/08 
01/11 
01/08 
01/13 
.AMOUNT 
74.00 
,550.00 
879.20 
151.75 
,636.62 
210.20 
117.76 
,200.00 
100.00 
707.83 
214.92 
620.63 
228.71 
200.00 
277.05 
277.05 
461.75 
,039.34 
,000.00 
926.54 
CHECKS 
CHECK 8..0ATE... 
1130 01/15 
1131 01/12 
1132*01/12 
1134*01/19 
1136 01/12 
1137 01/14 
1138 01/14 
1135 01/22 
1140 01/15 
1141*01/21 
1143 01/20 
1144 01/19 
1145 01/21 
1146*01/22 
1148*01/27 
1150 01/27 
1151 01/25 
1152 01/26 
1153 01/27 
1154 01/28 
..AMOUNT 
2,181.00 
74.59 
300.00 
170.10 
376.6? 
443.37 
801.31 
76.00 
1,200.00 
MO.00 
624.20 
1.066.00 
587.27 
397.33 
2,335.18 
644.20 
514.27 
328.05 
541.84 
328.20 
CHECK It..DATE. 
1155 01/29 
1156 01/28 
1157 02/02 
1158 01/28 
1159*01/28 
1161 01/28 
1162 01/28 
ii63 0i/26 
1164 02/03 
1165 02/04 
1166 02/02 
1167 02/03 
1168 02/03 
1169*02/02 
1171 02/02 
1172 02/04 
1173 02/04 
1174 02/03 
1175 02/04 
(*) INDICATES A GAP IN CHECK NUMBER SEQUENCE 
•v * 
..AMOUNT 
141.00 
1,978.30 
451.53 
370.70 
445.65 
65.06 
1,301.99 
500.12 
309.07 
1,000.00 
338.50 
156.80 
275.00 
107.44 
330.71 
5,488.66 
878.19 
39.38 
809.95 
0 0 r. n r n ••« 
000076 
BANK°/UTAH 
Merr.oer F D 1 C 
DBA CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 
MR EDDY NG 
888 S STATE ST 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84111-4208 
35-1 
39 
62 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT: 1203S721 
01/01/93 THRU 02/05/93 
_—.—_————r : — — — = — : . * « _ — _ 
DESCRIPTION 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT 1 2 0 3 5 7 2 1 
- - OTHPD nFRTT<; 
AMEX/DINERS AM RMBCS 9 1 1 1 0 7 7 9 0 6 
RETURNED 
MONTHEND 
RETURNED 
SERVICE ( 
MONTHEND 
DEPOSIT ITEMS 
BILL MM RMBCS 
DEPOSIT ITEMS 
3HARGE 
BILL MM RMBCS 
9111077906 
9111077906 
AMEX/DINESS AM RMBCS 9 1 1 1 0 7 7 9 0 6 
OVERDRAFT INTEREST 
D A T E . . . . 
01/04 
01/05 
01/06 
01/07 
01/08 
01/11 
01/12 
01/13 
BALANCE 
6,732.87 
5,041.65 
3,621.16 
4,627.64 
642.53-
1,793.07-
1,164.19 
- _ riATI V 
DATE 
01/14 
01/15 
01/19 
01/20 
01/21 
01/22 
01/2S 
01/26 
BALANCE 
BALA^ 
110. 
3 , 0 3 7 . 
1,880. 
2.388. 
3.820 
4.586 
O f ? 
2,179 
ICE 
26 
02 -
77 -
47-
.84-
.96-
.!£.-
.17 
_ — ______. 
DATE.. 
01/27 
01/28 
01/29 
02/01 
02/02 
02/03 
u<c/u* 
02/05 
___ — __-__-
DATE 
01/05 
01/06 
01/06 
01/20 
01/21 
01/22 
01/22 
01/29 
02/02 
02/03 
02/05 
PAGE 3 
===========: 
AMOUNT 
2 6 . 6 9 
152.02 
319.13 
2 ,430.00 
1.290.00 
33.30 
1.200.00 
63.17 
289.13 
21.05 
34.37 
..BALANCE 
589 .60-
3 , 3 3 5 . 5 2 -
2 , 7 2 7 . 8 8 -
957.85 
2 ,121.16 
2 ,015.87 
4 , 5 5 4 . 9 5 -
4 , 5 0 7 . 9 9 -
990C508 
000077 
MA 00064 
BANKVUTAH 
Memaer F D.I C 
DBA CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 
MR EDOY NG 
888 S STATE ST 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84111-4208 
35-1 
32 
38 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT: 12035721 
02/05/93 THRU 03/05/93 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT 
TAX IDENTIFICATION NUMBER 87-0366594 LAST 
MINIMUM BALANCE 2,( 
AVG AVAILABLE BALANCE 
AVERAGE BALANCE ( 
REF 8 OATE AMOUNT REF 8. 
02/08 571.79 
02/08 598.71 
02/08 917.25 
02/08 1,100.22 
02/09 893.21 
02/10 629.35 
02/12 455.20 
02/12 732.12 
02/16 333.90 
02/16 677.95 
02/16 926.25 
DESCRIPTION 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 5111077506 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
OATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE OC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
r~ > — \ P > ~ — • f — i- r+ ^ j ^ r n ,«»-i«/\—-*«-/\-
*~ <~ -'* • • - » — -*w T «—>-. <^ / « - . - - . , - w 
DATA CAFTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
* * * c 
HO.33-
61.42 
382.74 THIS 
DEPOSITS 
DATE 
02/16 
02/17 
02/18 
02/22 
02/22 
02/22 
02/22 
02/22 
02/23 
02/23 
02/26 
12035721 
STATEMENT 02/05/93 
50 CREDITS ' 
54 DEBITS 
STATEMENT 03/05/93 
..AMOUNT "REF 8*. 
1,991.11 
325.10 
567.21 
100.00 
177.15 
898.89 
1,385.98 
2,851.60 
335.21 
796.50 
413.98 
OTHER CREDITS 
0 N T I N U ED * * * 
...DATE.. 
02/26 
02/26 
03/01 
03/01 
03/01 
03/01 
03/02 
03/04 
03/04 
03/05 
DATE 
02/08 
02/09 
02/10 
02/11 
02/16 
02/17 
02/17 
02/17 
02/18 
02/22 
02/23 
02/23 
02/24 
02/26 
03/01 
r "-> r -
. w ( .* «•, 
03/03 
PAGE 1 
4 ,507 .99 -
33,729.45 
29,426.78 
205 .32-
AMOUNT 
582.00 
698.15 
216.72 
618.82 
744.38 
989.27 
651.04 
558.20 
805.37 
548.60 
AMOUNT 
144.19 
1,347.21 
.45.10 
265.66 
233.07 
865.05 
1,004.50 
1,248.24 
335.90 
146.50 
284.15 
490.20 
223.35 
305.90 
142.00 
: , 7S2.S3 
" 2 4 0 . 9 5 
000078 9 9 0 G 5 0 9 
BANK»/UTAH 
Merroer F D I C 
OBA CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 
MR EDDY NG 
888 S STATE ST 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84111-42C3 
3S-1 
32 
38 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT: 12035721 
02/05/93 THRU 03/05/93 
DESCRIPTION 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT 12035721 
- - - - - OTHFR CREDIT^ 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
CHECK 8..0ATE... 
*03/04 
1080*02/12 
1133*02/23 
1160*02/16 
1170*02/08 
1176 02/09 
1177*02/08 
1181 02/09 
1182*02/18 
1185 02/17 
1186*02/16 
1188 02/12 
1189 02/12 
- - CHECKS -
...AMOUNT CHECK tt..DATE.... 
2,600.00 1190 02/12 
1,000.00 1191 02/24 
28.00 1192 02/16 
5,550.00 1193*02/23 
98.51 1195 02/24 
314.51 1196 02/22 
388.71 1197*02/17 
210.00 1199 02/24 
71.45 1200 02/11 
277.05 1201 02/22 
277.05 1202 02/19 
189.74 1203 02/19 
244.79 1204 02/26 
(*) INDICATES A GAP IN CHECK NUMBER SEQUENCE 
DESCRIPTION 
.AMOUNT 
23.57 
1,375.37 
600.00 
304.50 
800.00 
1,500.00 
800.00 
829.31 
425.00 
400.00 
400.00 
250.00 
2.061.66 
. _ _ OTHER DEBITS 
ACS CHRGBACK CB RMBCS 9111077906 
ACS CHRGBACK CB RMBCS 9111077906 
NSF ITEM CHARGE 
NSF ITEM CHARGE 
NSF ITEM CHARGE 
NSF ITEM CHARGE 
RETURNED DEPOSIT 
SERVICE CHARGE 
RETURNED OEPOSIT 
RETURNED OEPOSIT 
ITEMS 
ITEMS 
ITEMS 
AMEX/DINERS AM RMBCS 9111077906 
MONTHEND BILL MM 
RETURNED DEPOSIT 
RMBCS 9111077906 
ITEMS 
DATE 
03/05 
CHECK S..DATE... 
1205 03/01 
1206*02/25 
1209 03/01 
1210 02/24 
1211 03/01 
1212 03/01 
1213*03/01 
1215*03/02 
1217 03/02 
1218 03/04 
1219*03/03 
1249 03/04 
DATE 
02/08 
02/11 
02/11 
02/17 
02/18 
02/22 
02/23 
02/26 
02/26 
03/02 
03/02 
03/02 
03/03 
PAGE 2 
AMOUNT 
363.75 
...AMOUNT 
150.00 
270.04 
205.35 
500.00 
500.00 
719.14 
1,271.22 
761.84 
713.00 
375.00 
403.06 
2,000.00 
AMOUNT 
20.00 
10.75 
12.00 
12.00 
12.00 
12.00 
11.00 
53.12 
61.55 
17.55 
21.73 
237.42 
10.50 
OYESOSA^T INTE-ES7 
r.£7ijrc»Ni£0 CErGSIT ITEMS 
* * * c Q N T I N U E D * * * 
03/05 15.25 
9 f) 0 f: " ' b'JJ 
000079 
MA 0(W^ 
BANK°/UTAH 
Member F.D.I.C. 
DBA CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 
MR EDDY NG 
888 S STATE ST 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84111-4208 
35-1 
32 
38 
BUSi.; ' i : : •••'N* ' l y f j 1 " 1 ! 
U ^ / O S / S J 7HKU 0 3 / 0 5 / 9 3 
PAG: 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT 12035721 
C7HER DEBITS -
DESCRIPTION 
NSF ITEM 
DATE.... 
02/08 
02/09 
02/10 
02/11 
12/12 
02/16 
02/17 
CHARGE 
x , c o J. U b -
32.86 
707.31 
525.22 
254.44 
? Ml 0.33-
,'l'i r.1 
r ^ ., ,. 
02/18 
02/19 
02/22 
02/23 
02/24 
02/25 
02/26 
1 ~ A'v •" -
BALANCE 
1,163.17 
513.17 
4,161.29 
5,723.85 
2,442.52 
2,172.48 
1,996.18 
DATE 
0 !/". 
0,1/IK"1 
Cv). t3 
0'< "-I 
0 
'E ' JNT 
u ,r 00 
~>r-L ~ilLd 
1,861.66 
2.713.66 
2,541.05 
« r " r-
000080 MA 00067 
BANK°/UTAH 
Member F D I C 
DBA CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 
MR EDDY NG 
888 S STATE ST 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84111-4208 
35-1 
32 
41 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT: 12035721 
03/05/93 THRU 04/02/93 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT 
TAX IDENTIFICATION NUMBER 87-0366594 LAST 
MINIMUM BALANCE 7,867.89-
AYG AVAILABLE BALANCE 1,413.30 
AVERAGE BALANCE 2,085.73 THIS 
DEPOSITS 
REF 8 DATE AMOUNT REF 8 DATE 
12035721 
STATEMENT 
===== ========= 
03/05/93 
F.l CREDITS 
50 OEBITS 
STATEMENT 04/02/93 
..AMOUNT REF 8.. 
03/09 465.35 03/16 12,000.00 
03/09 559.29 03/17 
03/09 934.25 03/17 
03/09 1,025.47 03/19 
03/11 546.25 03/22 
03/12 336.15 03/22 
03/15 658.94 03/22 
03/15 748.54 03/22 
03/15 840.30 03/23 
03/15 1,358.26 03/23 
03/16 384.77 03/25 
880.55 
4,500.00 
511.92 
920.05 
970.73 
1,253.82 
1,669.95 
660.55 
961.56 
843.38 
OTHER CREDITS 
DESCRIPTION 
OATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE OC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
OATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
" "~ ' """ ""*"*' *"c 0 N T I N U ED * * : k 
...DATE.. 
03/25 
03/26 
03/29 
03/29 
03/29 
03/30 
03/31 
04/01 
04/01 
04/02 
DATE 
03/08 
03/09 
03/10 
03/11 
03/12 
03/15 
03/16 
03/17 
03/18 
03/19 
03/22 
03/23 
03/24 
03/25 
03/30 
03/30 
Vw, w . 
PAGE 1 
========== 
205.32-
49,652.12 
45,842.81 
3,603.99 
AMOUNT 
914.68 
680.44 
288.45 
703.40 
1,607.40 
1,137.06 
349.65 
349.66 
455.45 
120.55 
AMOUNT 
126.33 
1,669.25 
344.10 
102.20 
248.80 
175.28 
1,542.52 
132.90 
253.15 
196.90 
401.73 
1,424.85 
180.70 
481.55 
1,005.35 
1,092.84 
0900512 
000081 
MA 00059 
BANKVUTAH 
MCTT-C5 : .D . I .C . 
DBA CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 
MR EDDY NG 
888 S STATE ST 
SALT LAKE CITY Ul 84111-4208 BUSINESS ACCOUNT: 12035721 
03/05/93 THRU 04/02/93 
PAGE 2 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT 12035721 
CREDITS 
DESCRIPTION 
DATA CAPTURE DC RMBCS 9111077906 
DATA CAPTURE Pp "MBCS 91" n~"r "6 
CHECK P..: 
1208*03/ib 
1214*03/10 
1216*03/11 
1220 03/12 
1221 03/15 
1222 03/12 
1223 03/09 
1224 03/10 
1225 03/10 
1226 03/09 
1227 03/09 
1228 03/12 
1229 03/15 
t"; 
DESCRIPTION 
NSF ITEM CHARGE 
NSF ITEM CHARGE 
NSF ITEM CHARGE 
NSF ITEM CHARGE 
NSF ITEM CHARGE 
SERVICE CHARGE 
ACS CHRGBACK CB RMBCS 9111077906 
OVERDRAFT INTEREST 
HONTHEND BILL EF RMBCS 9111077906 
763 
2,542 
76 
3 1 
1 
1, 11 1 
I ' l l 
1 
I 
II! 
Il II II 
.93 
.44 
.94 
II 
.70 
50 
mi 
./3 
65 
i II i i 
232 03/16 
1233 03/15 
1234 03/15 
1235 03/16 
1236 03/22 
1237 03/29 
1238 03/16 
1239 03/23 
1240 03/23 
1241 03/24 
1242 03/24 
1243 03/24 
1244*03/30 
iJuflriER SEQUENUL 
4,857.27 
831.19 
2.300.00 
2,193.23 
2,351.34 
674.40 
-— oo 
.00 
176.25 
1,512.89 
678.98 
:,r c;\.oo 
."- t.e, 
I1THER DEBITS r- -
. 
1 
1252 
1253 
1254 
1255 
r ~ . 
1. 
1253 
l""" 
1 
1269 
DATE 
04/01 
04/02 
J ^  
02 
u4/c: 
AMOUNT 
15S.55 
229.75 
AMOUNT 
105.65 
1,358.38 
127.73 
131.11 
2,872.31 
110.10 
443.00 
271.65 
332.99 
227.70 
500.00 
2,500.00 
461.75 
DATE BALANCE DATE 
. : * >J| "1. 
.BALANCE 
DATE 
03/05 
03/10 
03/15 
03/16 
03/17 
03/31 
04/01 
04/02 
04/02 
— — — — 
AMOUNT 
12.00 
12.00 
24.00 
36.00 
12.00 
57.50 
58.50 
17.77 
413.56 
BALANCE 
i i ii U E D * * A 
000082 - : •••-•> i 3 
BANK/UTAH 
Member F D I C 
DBA CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 
MR EDDY NG 
888 S STATE ST 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 
03/11 1.726.51 
03/12 5,986.71-
03/15 7,867.89-
03/16 4.570.86-
03/17 930.59 
03/18 1.183.74 
84111-4208 
BUSINESS 
35-1 
32 
41 
ACCOUNT 12035721 
_ — _ nATI v 
DATE 
03/19 
03/22 
03/23 
03/24 
03/25 
03/26 
RAI kUP.F — — -
BALANCE 
1,892.56 
4,757.50 
7.228.21 
4,017.04 
6,151.00 
6,831.44 
BUSINESS ACCOUNT: 12035721 
03/05/93 THRU 04/02/93 
PAGE 3 
—————————— — — — ————. — — — . _ — _ _ « _ _ _ _ _ 
DATE BALANCE 
03/29 5.515.04 
03/30 7.619.98 
03/31 7,663.68 
04/01 6,874.47 
04/02 3.603.99 
000033 
MA 00061 
P7.ARL RESTAURANT 10-92 
STATE STREET 2:2-5000 
?0UNT cy4tiL/fon/^d^A*Jl^7i//AdPi^( PAY AM OF 
EXPLANAIIQN 
\ - ' -r\ 
-l4:A 
AMOUN1 
i4 
DOLLAH?) 
! £ | TO THE OROEB OF 
\)\nih C^>^ S^7^~ ' 
GROSS f = : : : : 
| DESCRIPTION 
«£««" 
BANK Of UTAH 
SCVCNTM SOUTH BRANCH 
SALT LAKE CITY, UT K i l l 
y*so#C*>-
^ _ * « 
A M O U N T 
S / ^ Z ^ -
/ O D O d 1 5 0 0 0 0 / 
CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 
883 SO. STATE STREET 322-5C; 
SALT LAKE CITY. UT 84111 
J PAY 
A M O U N T / 
OF 
E X P L A N A T I O N 
V V - j 
'& 
(7Ki /Auit^jj r7'AA>J~<hLi'7\dskJ if^-n 
t 
DATE j TO THE ORDER OF 
U-ioW QsW~—_-P AS/-
/ -
GROSS . . . . - . __ 
: : j 
oescniPUON ) 
ooios: 
s/jfe'S 
BANK Of UTAH 
SCVtNTHSOUTH BRANCH 
SALT LAKE crrr. UT $ ni t 
jjj^j^ 
a> ^~7r 
• o o i o a a n - « : i H ^ 3 0 0 i o v i : imi sv 2;«• 
7? rr /oo&o ;EL; 
ZIONS FIRST NATIONAL BANK 
P.O. BOX 25822 
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 8412 5-08 22 
3 0-NOV-9 2 
GRACE SCOTT & HER ALTER EGO THE PEARL RESTAURANT INC 
888 SO STATE STREET 
"•••-SALT LAKE CITY UT 84111 
^'tf. " :; 1 r: 
J .,» J
 v; J | J 
Dear Borrower; 
This is to acknowledge receipt of your recent payment 
on the above referenced loan. Your payment has been applied 
as follows: 
PAYMENT .AMOUNT: 
AMOUNT FOR INTEREST: 
AMOUNT TO PRINCIPAL: 
NEW PRINCIPAL BALANCE: 
INTEREST PAID CURRENT TO: 
5550,.00 
3252.83 
2297.17 
569528.50 
3 0-NOV-92 
Please make- your next payment as follows; 
PAYMENT'AMOUNT: 
DATE DUE: 
000034 5550.00 
Ol -Jan-93 
CHINA PEARL R E S T A U R A N T 10-92 
8«8 SO. STATE STREET 322-5000 
SALT LAKE CITY. UT 8-1111 
B,Y°UNT ^fcty-^ M,h-Kcls*J £ k X 
EXPLANATION AMOUNT 
POLLAHSI 
TO THE ORDER OF 
/ / - / ^ £>&£.&/o A/^haovfa 
DESCRIPTION 
001049 
CHECK 
AMOUNT 
h4-9\ $ Sift % 
BANK Of UTAH 
SCVCNTH SOUTH ORANCH 
SALT LAKE Ci ry . UT K i l l 
ofoy /vyb^s 
\^m^{^&X .£CL 
A^C^PM "•OOiO^Ru- i : i E U 3 0 0 i 0 7 i : i 2 0 3 5 ? 2 i «• /OOOOOi<& 175. 
CHINA PEARL R E S T A U R A N T »0-92 
888 SO. STAT«E STREET 322-5000 
SALT LAKE CITY. UT 84111 
AMOUNT/%> t f /XtniM^J^vJt Mdudlrc/ 9^ -Y. 
EXPLANATION 
' (? 
NKX 
' v - \ 
AMOUNT 1 
001081 
DOLLARS! 
TO THE OROEff OF 
$-/J}p YC& fvo^/ UJo'\f & /at/ 
CHECK 
AMOUNT 
s/j^# 
SANK Of UTAH 
SCVCMTH SOUTH SRANCH 
SALT LAKE CITY. UT M i l l 
J*tf n'OOioain- «: i B ^ a o o i o ? ! : 1203 5 ? a i«• /0006 150000/ 
CHINA PEARL R E S T A U R A N T 10-92 
888 SO. STATE STREET 322-5000 
SALT LAKE CITY. UT 84111 
ruNT /h(o ffnvM^dJfyy/L/i 
EXPLANATION 
/ '* 
l/iAJ! 
^ 
AMOUNT 17I0.-U42 i : 
001085 
Qn^\- DOLLARSI 
TO THE OROER OF 
>ml oeACB x/i. M*« 
OESC«lPIION 
CHECK 
AMOUNT 
£P ^/m^g 
•AMK Of UTAH 
SCVCMTH SOUTH tRAMCH 
SAL" LAKE CITY. UT * 4 1 H 
y^^j' fc> n-OOiOflSn - i : 1 2 ^ 3 0 0 10 71". i 2 0 3 57 2i«* /OOOG/U 100000 / 
o q
 c-i r. r i n 
v/ «/ u y J .1. O 
CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 10-92 
888 SO. STATE STREET 322-5000 
SALT LAKE CITY. UT 84111 
yj'' 1-7» 
/Q fer 
EXPLANATION 
/) 
AMOUNT | SMO.-1743 
vIOUNT /fjnw M,mto'J ^ A ^ L .^ki-nM e^- DOLLARSI 
TO THE OROER OF 
j i ^ L GfrfCB g-J. Ma*. 
$ 
001083 
CHECK 
AMOUNT 
<;/, 
SANK Of ' H A H 
SCVCMTH SOUTH SRAHCH 
SALT LAKE CHY. UT S4I1I 
/^j> 
CkW 
..•0CU0B3..- ':>• 2 ^ 0 0 i 0 7«: 120 3 57EIH-
nmmus 
,••9600; 50000.'' 
n u , M A PEARL RESTAURANT 10-92 
1. STATE STREET 322-5000 
:. " LAKE CITY, 1 IT 84111 
H wftg'itti^^V' 
FUNT MriS-M/M^ste* 
•l\ "i O c ^ T . 
-u(^r^!T7» 
: ^ - \ >z 
BANK 0 ^ UTAH 
SEVENTH SOUTH 6AANCH 
SAI.T LAKE CITY. UT W i t t 
»" D 0 I 1,0 3 »• » : i 2 i i 3 0 D l D 7 i : I I0 3 Sill «' 
001103 
^JDOOOQ:, . c J E, 
PAY 
AMOUNT 
OF 
CI I III III II! 5 P E A R L R E S T A U R A N T 10-92 
888 SO. ST AT E ST R E E T 322-5000 
SALT LAKE CITY, I IT 84 111 
EXPLANATION } AMOUNI 
1 ! 
' 
"\ ^ ro tx L ^ X v a i { k , v ^ / L - H i ^ X r t X L l > * / - — BPtXsnsj 
TO IHE ORDER OF e= 
wWftju ^ :H : k. s ' I j v ^ J 
DESCRIPTION 
BANK or U I A H 
SEVENTH SOUTH iRANCM 
SACT LAKE CITY. UT W i l l 
• O D U 0 5I1' «: i E1.3DO i 0 7 i : 1203 5 7.2 l»" 
\K1 
00110; 
CHECK 
AMOUNT 
^i\^...S^imZ 
/00000 2RB&5. 
CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 10-92 
888 SO. STATE STREET 322-5000 
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84111 
PAY 
AMOUNT 
OF 
EXPLANATION | 
f L 1 I ' / \ *- / *1 ^ 
yyW. t-^r >'£•>•/ \ 
/ 1 
AMOUNT 
1/ULtf.ll fvAff/ (%J i CQni& ~7av <~ 
OATE 
7PT 
TO THE OROER OF 
DOLLARS I 
00110 
QT 
•AMK or in AM 
SEVENTH SOUTH SMANCH 
SALT LAKE CTTY. U'T M i l l 
«• 0 0 I 10 L. ii"" l: l 2 K 3 ° ° ; ° 7 " : l 2 ° 3 5 7 2 l " /OOOOO ID i 2:5 
o.; J o a 517 
C H . ' N A P E A R L R E S T A U R A N T 10-92 
STATE STREET 322-5000 
' LAKE CITY. UT 84111 
EXPLANATION AMOUNT 
PAY 
AMOUNT 
OF DOLLARS1 
TO THE ORDER OF 
//<T\ £*^* <^ -^ • fi^g'^L^i 
I GROSS 
DESCRIPTION 
/°?°/ 
00109 
CHECK 
AMOUNI 
$• / % . ' 
BANK OF UTAH 
SEVENTH SOUTH BRANCH 
S*'!.T LAKE CITY, UT H i l l 
• U L U O ^ " ' •: 1 2L,300 10 7i : 1203 5 7 E 1 •"• yooooc 
00008f nnnm a A 
C H I N A P E A R L R E S T A U R A N T 10-92 
888 SO STATE STREET 322-5000 
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84111 
EXPLANATION AMOUNT | 97 IU'I?« I 
A JNT 
OF <:~lr IL^u 4 X^\ AJlo. 
$ TO THE ORDER OP *3 
001107 
CHECrs 
A M O U N T 
lfoM<?L^~ X, r. ^ . t / - * /K7U K ° r 
OAMK OF UTAH 
SEVENTH SOUTH BRANCH 
SALT LAKE CITY. UT M i l l 
" ' 0 0 U 0 ? » ' i l l 2^300 I07i: 1E03 S ? a i «• /oooooa^ooo/ 
PAY 
AMOUNT 
OF 
C H I N A P E A R L R E S T A U R A N T 10-92 
888 SO STATE STREET 322-5000 
SALT LAKE CITY. UT 84111 
1/-*"° 
EXPLANATION AMOUNT 
"UULLAHS1 
1 DATE 
1 / \tyf\ L^l 
TO THE OROEfl OF 
£- "~* (~ VJC7^ 
J GROSS i r ? i r 
J : : t : 
: : : : : 
DESCRIPTION 
c*cc* 
[fog-l 
001108 
C H E C K 
A M O U N T 
$ Z3?4> 
•AMK Of UTAH 
SEVENTH SOUTH SRANCH 
SALT LAKE CITY. UT K i l l 
""OOUOfi"' , : i 2 ^ 3 0 0 i 0 7i: I E 0 3 5 7 2 io* 
.t'nnnnrrpqgc?,' 
PAY 
AMOUNT 
OF 
C H I N A P E A R L R E S T A U R A N T 10-92 
888 SO STATE STREET 322-5000 
SALT LAKE CITY. UT 8 4 H I 
EXPLANATION AMOUNT V 10.11 
_2W-s V^^L^LA <. (TI^(>^^-AVV< cU^Uz^ OOLLARSt 
TO THE OROER OF M_0-^c : t J 
DESCRIPTION 
[ [ » • 
oono: 
C H E C K 
A M O U N T $^r' 
I A H K Of UTAH 
SEVENTH SOUTH SRAMCM 
SA4T LAKE OTY. UT M i l l 
i-.Sc4c 
i y ^ ^ 
"•OOilOE"' «: 1 2 ^ 3 0 0 10 7H 1 2 0 3 S 7 E 1 H - VOOOOOU2 5 0 0 
DOOOolB 
C H I N A P E A R L R E S T A U R A N T 10-92 
688 SO STATE STREET 322-5000 
SALT LAKE CITY. UT 84111 
EXPLANATION 
PAY 
AMOUNT 
OF 
OATE 
001098 
DOLLARS! 
TO THE OROER Ot 
DESCRIPTION 
C H E C K 
A M O U N T 
•ANK O f UTAH 
SEVENTH SOUTH 8RANCW 
SALT LAKE CITY UT M i l l ud£p£c£ 
n«nnmqsn« «: i ? ' . 3 0 0 i q ? i : 1E0 3 5?Ei»-
n n n n c ^ 
/OOOO 31,0000, 
-rrrrrrrrTTrrr 
• P E A R L R E S T A U R A N T 10-92 
STATE STREET 322-5000 
' LAKE CITY, I IT 8 11 11 
PAY 
AM 
C~ 
/ E X P L A N A T I O N 
4
 a / , 
^ 4 ^ / — N*» 
' 
( L' 
_____ , 
! UU109E 
n 
y°UNT ->Jbj^--\ •H^^nt* ^•CtPsA<^>'-
n^  
TO THE ORDER JO? 
!^£L^ ML ^o£?Tv a-H 
j CmCv 
BANK OF UTAH 
SEVENTH SOUTH BRANCH 
SAIT IAK£ CITY, UT 1 4 H I 
' * 'OESCHIPTION 
A M O U N T 
" / ^ 
• ' A t ^ r - ~ A - > / M -
^ 
5 7 E i"* 0 5 ^ / 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 . ' 
4
 PAY 
I AMOUNT 
OF 
p u n * D E A R L RESTAURANT ic-= 
STATE STREET 322-5000 
D A L i LAKE CITY. UT 84 U I 
j^Vtr-j, Ku^s d^juL ^Ir^^yLtL^j £^J^ 
E X P L A N A T I O N AMOUNT 
7 ^ 5 
TO THE ORDER OF 
'V/ ' /k 7^!- /fl JZc ftuukU & . / / ^ (&>-7/.64f! /o9a 
00109 
$ r /f .?/ 
8AMK Of UTAH 
SCVCNTH SOUTH tRANCH 
SALT LAK£ CITY, UT 4411 ! 
^ JLJ___£. 
'.OXJ-L __* j 
"'00 iD^U"' , : l iM<300 1 0 711 I /UUUUUb i U i, 
CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT io s: 
888 SO. STATE STREET 322-5000 
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84111 
E X P L A N A T I O N ~] AMOUNT 
i r i i 
PAY 
AMOUNT 
OF , V c H/iMfipfn u*jjik^ 
OATS | TO THE ORDER OF 
tl-l-ll U'bA'BC . 
f,AJU / / 1 A ^ ^ ^ 
| G R O S S j : • 
1 
OOLLARSI 
j CMC* i 
: , : l ! C /* /"S s*~\ r* -
SANK Of UTAH 
SEVENTH SOUTH »*<A«;n 
SALT LAKE crrr v *• 
41 
-&U :<£-
— ? # 5 ^ — 5 — ^ ^ / . 
.•'OOflp-Q&UULil 
C 5J 0 0 5 19 
CHINA PEARL Rf-
888 SO STATE" S ' f . 
S A L T L A K = ~ 
Wl/LsyL /h<,^ 
PAY 
AMOUNT 
OF 
QATE- * TO THE ORDER OF 
E X P L A N A T I O N AMOUNI J 
1 
1 
t , 1 1 I 00110: 
DOLLARS! 
WBIYT (?;(r> 
• A MX OP UTAH 
SCVtHTM SOUTH • fil* NCHI 
SALT LAKE CITY. UT M i l l 
«"0lJ 4 * U "'i'l i: l 21. 300 10 "n. * cu / G O O O o i
c i 5 5& 
""nnnnsc" /i A n n t n /> 
CHINA P E A R L RESTAURANT io-'J2 
888 SO STATE STREET 322-5000 
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84111 
[ EXPLANATION 
1 """" 
r - * M " ' "-
AMOUNT 
~ . >- \ 
r ' - ^ ^ u k to. -(U.- m , ,P* 
\W?)^^ TO THE ORDER OF 
3^=4: COLwArSi 
UNTL-V/ 
001066 
CHECK 
AMOUNT 
*& $ ^S^fU. 
oescmntiON 
BANK Of UTAH 
SEVENTHSOUTH BRANCH 
SALT LAKc CITY Uf 64111 
n'OOiOtEn- i : l ^ 3 0 0 iO?i: .203 57 2 i"' 
.''00000^5^7 3.'' 
CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT io-92 
088 SO STATE STHEET 322-5000 
SALT LAKE CITY. UT 84111 
[ EXPLANATION A.MOUN 1 
PAY 
Af. 
OF 
P*T£ I TO THE ORDER Qf I GROSS I « J : I : : T 
'1t\ K^yt-~ 
*<> DOLLARS! 
/*&) 
00108f; 
CHECK 
AMOUNT 
$ 1,447 •*' 
OANK Of UTAH 
SEVENTH SOUTH • RANCH 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 94111 
~T£r}m 
n'OOioaqu1 , : i ? ^ 3 o o i 0 7i: . 2 0 3 5 ? a in- /0OO0 1 U 752. 
CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 10-92 
888 SO STATE STREET 322-5000 
SALT LAKE CITY. UT 84111 
EXPLANATION AMOUU t j 
PAY 
AMOUNT 
OF DOLLARS I 
DATE 
P//7 
/ 
^ 7 ^ 
TO THE ORDER OF 
f)o 
CROSS (7 : : i : : 
DESCRIPTION 
><>2LX 
00108t 
CHECK 
AMOUNT 
BANK Of UTAH 
SEVENTH SOUTH BRANCH 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 14111 'f*£&lr^-~<-rX We 
«
-00 .0a&»§ «:i 2^300 i07i: 1203 57 2 in* / 0 0 0 0 0 2 2100. 
99005:- 0 
M N A PEARL RESTAURANT 10-92 
888 SO STATE STREET 322-5000 
SALT LAKE CITY. UT 84111 
| EXPLANATK5N AMOUN r J 
_. 
PAY 
AMOUNT 
CF (QLC. fZLtrusia^C irtsu^'1i^^Zt^L. (U^yjfc^lUj-K &t>^>l /*., DOLLARS! 
TO THE OHOEH OF 
' ^ / j * - ($<^AJU£ eC~C^ 'I/O 
001110 
CHECK 
AMOUNT 
Ss* 
•ANK Of UTAH 
SEVENTH SOUTH BRANCH 
SALT LAKE CTTY UT M i l l 
"•OO.-.O"' «:i 21*300 I0 7i: 120 3 5 7 2."' /0000.3B2 5L 
CHINA HfcARL H t S I A U R A N T u;.?? 
Ci!U SO. STAIE SlUEt.l U22-500Q 
SALT LAKE CITY, UT B4 ) 1J 
t X l ' l AfJATlL'H 
^'•fclh.yfiruki-iA &-\-A_ 
^t^r^Vh? 
T 
- / _ - - <x 
DOLLAHS) 
TO :»ic Or*Lr£ii-- v^ r 
IIP^^L- /(T7/ll Ccr>\^id^-/ 
m sc:nii'in.v 
00108 
CHECK 
AMOUNT 
DANK 0 ' UIAM 
seveNfH s o u r n eflANCM 
S A L T LAKt" CiTr. u i i J ' i i 
' ^ Z - _^ 
"•oo ;oa i 3 '• •." • r J 3 . . t: -l .'* •'oooaCooaLL. 
CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT io 'J2 
688 SO. STATE STREET 322-5000 
SALT LAKE CITY. UT 84 1 U 
SXPLANAliON 
PAY ^f^P1 
AMOUNT ' • ' 
Of 
t^W^^T 00108 
FH 
//^Wy^Old&'A-^iM' .J-JALitJ/ld SbrMcLli. C—j DOLLAf lS l 
l O X11L- OIUJLH OF 
\VbC fL- '/ri-;i far,, Qw£fa& 
7? 
QAHK Of UTAH 
i t V C N t H SOUTH B«*HCM 
SA^T ; A K £ Z-~'-. •" * * ' » 1 
• o o i o a a ii« »: 1 2 ^ 3 o o i o ? i: i H O 3 5 ? E . «• / D D 0 0 3 5DOOC 
\'\'S\ * ' f ) - - \ \ r ' .irr'DHINA PEARL RESTAURANT 10-92 
! w X<A l A \ ? - l " ' 8 a S SO. STATE STREET 322-5000 
('-•*"' W,;"^  y. SALT LAKE CJTY. UT 84 I I I 
vC vi-> , < , i r . -7 
,& - -
•:Tp- ^ , „ 
EXPLANATION 
'* /•' 1 - A -
^? - , . v ^ * - . / - • 
- KM . , j : . 
^- -V •; ' 
AMOUNf 
1 
1 
1 
DOLLARS! 
|t DATL" TO TH£ OnUEH Or |- GROSS 
Hu/n !,n^. C f t . . K # - ^ 
j~ -^n 
CHECK 
AMOUN 
0 £~, * 
OESCnii'liON 
/ - ' 
8 * N « Of UTAH 
fFVCMTM <01 >TM ORANCH 
SALT LAKt CITY. UT S 4 U I 
&IXL=UL n 'y/~-' - '•-
X.~—->-£ r ^ 
"O 
n'OO 1 . 0 • "' , : • - L « - U l j * u n- * -L D b 7 2 ; » ' 05R/0000 18000C 
.0 - r; ^ •> v 
CHINA PEARL RESTAURANT io 92 
888 SO. STATE STREET 322-5000 
SAl T LAKE CITY. IJT 841 II 1 
EXPLANATION 
ZZJTq; T3T3 
nn3 c. 
i , r 
PAY 
AMOUNT 
OF 
..£ 
is_. IL^ ^ * < i'wv> i'^wU4 i^c^ jK^ik^c i^^ . DOLUTTttl 
TO THE OMOfcH OF 
u. loja 
CHECI 
AMOUN. 
Ol.f.CJU»MlON 
S t V t N l n SOUIM U I U N C I I 
SALT L A K E c n v . t»l ( M i l l 
' f e^ 
/ 0 0 0 3 Z 27& ?i 
000090 
CHINA PEARL SUMMARY OF FUNDS 
PLAINTIFF 
i cXHIBIT 
3 
5 
I E  
FUNDS CONTRIBUTED BY PLAINTIFFS 
Date Description 
08/03/92 Wire to Grace Scott from Y M. Chan 
(was money of K.P. Lee) 
08/04/92 Wire to Grace Scott 
08/27-31/92 Multiple wires to Scott/Ng - Guardian 
Sun Fat Yu 10,000.00 
Grace Chan 20,000.00 
Samual Tsai 5,000.00 
KamPilLee 10,000.00 
Sun Fat Yu 10,000.00 
Trial 
Exhibit 
2 
62 
3 
Amount 
$10,000.00 
$10,000 00 
$55,000.00 
10/ 1/92 
10/06/92 
11/09/92 
09/92 
Y.M. Chan wims. to Scott 
Y.M. Chan cK«ekto China Pearl 
Lai Ling Cheng <&&&> to China Pearl 
Funds collected in New York for 
equipment purchase 
Sun Fc: Yu 
L. Laing Cheng 
Y.M. Chan 
TOTAL 
7 
8 
9 
14, 13, 59 
$15,000.00 
$10,000.00 
$ 5,000.00 
$10,000.00 
$45,000.00 
$20,000.00 
$30.000 00 
$180,000.00 
300091 
BENEFIT RECEIVED BY DEFENDANTS FROM PLAINTIFFS' FUNDS AND LABOR 
1. Purchase of Ogden Property 
money from Guardian account (Exhibit 2, 3) $65,000.00 
2. I .M. Chan payment direct to Grace Scott personal acct. $20,000.00 
(Exhibit 7, ro2) 
3. Payment to Zions Bank for Grace Scott SB A $28,487.69 
(Exhibit 20) 
4. Payments : - - improvements $43,220.00 
(a) PaviCiito iu ^uiaioily $28,430.00 (Exhibit 55, 23) 
1008 
1055 
1087 
1088 
1101 
1116 
1132 
1142 
1149 
1165 
1180 
1196 
Amount 
1,500.00 
9,000.00 
4,000.00 
3,500.00 
1,800.00 
1,200.00 
300.00 
2,430.00 
1,200.00 
1,000.00 
1,000.00 
1.500.00 
$28,430.00 
ravee 
Connolly 
Connolly (Fence, Windows) 
Connolly 
Connolly 
Connolly (Larpet) 
Connolly 
Connolly 
Connolly 
Connolly 
Connolly 
Connolly 
Connolly 
(b) Equipment and other payments for Ogden - $14,683.00 
Check Amount 
Business and Liquor L ice : * ' 1) 
I >hc >ne - U . S . Wes t (Exh. -
Insurance - Bennion Taylor (Exh. 2 3 , 2 2 ; 
Ponds - furnishings (Exh. 23) 
Y< :llow Freight (Exh. 23) 
I Id Brauenrither (Exh. 23) 
Olympus Contract Glazing (Exh. 23) 
Restaurant and Store - equipment (Exh. 23) 
Bintz (Exh. 23) 
Bowery Disct Supplies • si^v *MI,<! i,ii" „ I 
1064 
1069 
1072 
1098 
1127 
1128 
1130 
1163 
i i *.; i 
570.00 
161.50 
1073.00 
3,400.00 
1,039.34 
1,000.00 
2,181.00 
500.12 
309.07 
4.557.00 
Si4,790.G0 
0U0092 
5. Payments for Ogden Briarwood Condo 
Checks 1004 and 1090, Trial Exhibit $148 00 
6. Equipment Purchased and Left in Salt Lake City $27,114.00 
Dim Sum steam table, etc. 
from New York-Exh. 15 $4,152.00 
Misc. Equipment from New York-Exh. 16 2,336.00 
from Great China-Exh. 27 14,391.00 
Printing and Signs-Exh. 17 2,922.00 
Dragon and Shipping-Exh. 28 3.313 00 
Prepaid insurance 3/93 - 9/93 (1/2 of 1073) $500.00 
Trial Exhibit 29 
Payments for Jackson Hole, Check No. 1060 
$10,000.00 Bank of Jackson Hole Trial Exhibit 55 $10.000 00 
TOTAL $194,469.00 
000093 
OTHER ITfcA S PURCHASED AND BROUGHT TO SALT LAKE 
Food - approximately $15,000.00 (Exh. 63/ 
Wages - prepaid ' $ 2,100.00 (Exh. 31) 
OTHER LOSSES 
Prepayment penalty - Grace Chan - $6,000.00 
000094 
